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Digests of Recent Opinions 


MUNICIPAL LAW — MAGIS- 
TRATES—A municipality has 
no power to terminate the 


appointment of a magistrate, 

before the expiration of his 3 

year term of office. 

—Additional magistrates may be 
appointed under N. J. S. 2A:8-6 
either by ordinance or resolu- 
tion. 

MUNICIPAL — LAW — Where a 
statute delegating power to a 
municipality is silent as to the 
manner in which it is to be 
exercised, the exercise may be 
by resolution or ordinance. 

—R. S. 40:48-1 does not apply to 
offices created by the Legisla- 
ture. 

Digested from an opinion by 
itraub, C. J. rendered June 
27, 1958. Supreme Court. Krieger 
y Jersey City. For appellant— 
James F. McGovern, Jr. (Ezra L. 
atty). For respondent— 
Benjamin H. Chodash. 

Plaintiff sued to establish his 

t to the office of magistrate 
rsey City and to recover pay 
he period following his pur- 
ted ouster. He had judgment 
was affirmed by the ap- 
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the sole issue was whether the 
ty could terminate plaintiff’s 
appointment during his term of 
office. In the Appellate Division 
the city also argued the office of 


iP . 
leo 


magistrate was never legally 
created. 
Plaintiff was appointed Jan- 


uary 18, 1955 for a term of 3 
years by a resolution reciting the 
need for a fourth magistrate in 
the city. By a resolution of June 
18, 1957 which stated that the 
conditions recited in the 1955 
no longer cbtained 
for reasons of economy 
ices of plaintiff and 
¢ Wall were no longer 
their service was pur- 
dly terminated. 
264 laws of 1948, now 
2A:8-1 et seq. provides 
1y municipality may by 
nance establish a municipal 
On Dec. 21, 1948 defendant 
jopted an ordinance estab- 
municipal court and 
for appointment of 
ates by resolution of the 
commissioners. The 
e was silent as to the 
f magistrates. N. J. S. 
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’ provide for the ap- 
“as the need may 
not more than 3 
1 magistrates. . .”. The 
Solution refers to N. J. S. 








24:8-6, 
Held: Plaintiff was the senior 
38 in office. If the power to 
“Tlinate be assumed, still no 
t would exist to cut short 
“= ‘€fm of the senior incum- 
“. Insofar as plaintiff is con- 
“c the action was clearly 






















, beyond this, there is 
in a municipality to 
he appointment of a 
e Defendant relies 
upon R. S. 40:48-1. But 
ite deals with the crea- 
ocal offices by ordin- 
i is inapplicable where, 
tne office is created by 
lature. 
h there is left to local 
inder N. J. S. 2A:8-1 
ion as to whether to 
@ municipal court, 
.. ““* Municipality so decides, 
u, cute itself, by N. J. S. 
ws. Peremptorily creates the 
~ .., Magistrate, fixes the 
ae. Sf at 3 years and de- 
™<s Qs authority. And, in 





e Division. At the trial level - 


N. J. S. 2A:8-9 expressly directs 
action with respect to compen- 
sation. The legislature dealt with 


all the attributes of the office 
and left nothing for creative 
action under R. S. 40:48-1. 


Nor need the additional mag- 
istrates be appointed by ordin- 
ance. N. J. S. 2A:8-6 in authoriz- 
ing the governing body to pro- 
vide for the appointment, “‘as the 
need may appear,’ does not 
specify the mode of action and 
the general rule is that where a 
statute is silent, a delegated 
power may be exercised by res- 
olution or ordinance. 

Defendant did not seek to 
disestablish the municipal court 
but rather to vacate the appoint- 
ment to 2 statutory offices be- 
fore the end of the term fixed 
by statute. There is no express 
authority so to do. While the 
public is concerned with economy 
in government it is at least as 
interested in keeping the office 
of magistrate free from local 
influence and political inter- 
ference. It is clear that was the 
purpose of the act. Weighing 
security in office against econ- 
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New Laws 


Governor Meyner has signed 
the following bills: 
S-128 Sca Chapter 95 July 1 
Increases the minimum 
amount of insurance to be car- 
ried under the Motor Vehicle 
Financial Responsibility Act to 
$10,000. for injury or death to 
one person, $20,000. for in- 
jury or death to two or more 
persons and $5,000. for property 
damage. 
S-159 Chapter 96 July 1 
Validates acknowledgments or 
proofs of deeds and mortgages 
under certain conditions. 
S-175 Aa Chapter 97 July 1 
Validates certain deeds by 
husband and wife to the same 
grantee. 
A-273 Aa Sca Chapter 98 July 1 
Permits a claimant to recover, 
subject to the deductible and 
maximum limitations of the 
fund, the full amount of a judg- 
ment received against an unin- 
sured motorist without deduct- 
ing from such judgment any 
amounts received as insurance 
payments or hospitalization and 
sickness benefits by the claim- 
ant. 
A-422 Aa Sca Chapter 99 July 1 
Amends the Unsatisfied Claim 
and Judgment Law; permits the 
Director of Motor Vehicles to 
charge uninsured motorists a 
fee of up to $15. instead of $8.; 
increases the maximum amounts 
that can be paid from the Fund 
for a death or injuries to one 
person from $5,000. to $10,000. 
and for more than one person 
from $10,000. to $20,000. and for 
property damage from $1,000. to 
$5,000; makes other amendments 
to that Act. 
A-187 Chapter 107 July 3 
Provides that only one assign- 
ment or order for the payment 
of future wages in connection 
with small loans shall be collect- 
ible at one time. 
A-191 Chapter 108 July 3 
Permits the custodian of cer- 
tain worthless property, subject 
to escheat but not taken, to ap- 
ply to the court to abandon or 
destroy such property. 
S-168 Aca Chapter 119 July 8 
Permits municipalities to 
waive covenants, conditions or 
limitations imposed in sales and 
conveyances of land made prior 
to January 1, 1958. 


Decision of Interest 

NEW TRIAL— JUDGMENT NOT- 
WITHSTANDING THE VER- 
DICT — Under our rules the 
trial court has no power to en- 
ter judgment notwithstanding 
the verdict. (But see R.R. 4:51-2 
adopted June 27, 1958 to be 
effective Sept. 3, 1958). 

—A verdict may properly be set 
aside as contrary to the weight 
of the evidence and a new trial 


granted though the evidence’ 


would not justify a directed 
verdict. 
—The standard for determining 


whether to direct a verdict is 


whether the evidence was such) 


that fair minded men could not 
honestly differ as to the con- 
clusions to be drawn and on 


such application the judge can- |, 


not weigh the evidence but 
must accept as true all evidence 
supporting the adverse party 
and give him the benefit of all 
favorable inferences, whereas 
on motion for new trial the 
judge is required to weigh the 
evidence and determine wheth- 
er it was such as to give rise 
to the inescapable conclusion 
the verdict was the result of 
mistake, prejudice, passion or 
partiality. 

NEW TRIAL—There is no limit 
to the number of retrials which 
may be had. 

—Where a new trial has been 
granted the case stands as if 
it had never been tried and new 
claims and defenses may be 
asserted. 

—A contractual right to a non- 
jury trial may be asserted on a 
retrial though not asserted on 
the original trial. 

EVIDENCE— TRIAL— The credi- 
bility of expert testimony, 
though not refutted, is for the 
jury and where establishment 
of a physical fact is dependent 
on expert testimony, that fact 
is not such as will as a matter 
of law overcome testimony to 
the contrary. 

APPEAL—A respondent on appeal 
cannot attack actions below 
unless he has cross appealed. 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS— 
Where endorsers signed twice 
at one time it will be treated as 
one transaction. 

—A material alteration after en- 
dorsement avoids the instru- 
ment as to the endorser where 
the claimant is not a holder in 
due course. 

—An accommodation endorser 
may as a defense against the 
payee show a parol agreement 
that delivery was conditional, 
or show failure of consideration. 

SUPREME COURT OF NEW 

JERSEY 

No. Al35 September Term 1957 

FRANKLIN DISCOUNT COM- 

PANY, a corporation of New Jer- 

sey, 

Plaintiff-Respondent, 


vs. 
HAROLD C. FORD, t/a HARRY 


FORD AUTO SALES, et al. 
Defendants - Appellants. 
Decided June 25, 1958. 

Mr. Leon Sachs argued the 


cause for the Defendants-Appel- 
lants. Mr. Raymond F. Brady, of 
counsel and on the brief. 

Mr. Edward R. McGlynn argued 
the cause for the Plaintiff-Re- 
spondent. Mr. Roger H. McGlynn 
on the brief. Messrs. McGlynn, 
Stein & McGlynn, Attorneys. 

The opinion of the court was 
delivered by 
BURLING, J. 

This is an action based upon 
10 promissory notes. The plain- 
tiff, Franklin Discount Company, 
is the payee of each of the notes, 
the defendant Harold C. Ford is 
the maker. Each note bears two 





(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 


U. S. Role In Atom-Space Age To Be Aired At 
ABA Annual Meeting 


A highlight of the American 
Bar Association’s 8lst annual 
meeting in Los Angeles next 
month will be a series of five 
special programs dealing with 


key aspects of atom-space- 
| satellite law. 
The  Association’s five-day 


convention opens Monday, Aug- 
ust 25, at the Hotel Statler. A 
‘full program of professional 
events sponsored by 19 ABA 
sections and committees, and 
nine affiliated national legal 
| organizations, will span the 12- 
day period Aug. 18 through 28. 











‘Approved Forms of Bond, 
Mortgage and Contract 
Being Publicized 


The Unlawful Practice of the 
Law Committee of the New Jer- 
sey State Bar Association, has in- 
itiated a statewide display of ap- 
proved forms of contracts for the 
sale of realty, mortgages and 
bonds, in its campaign to curtail 
the preparation of such docu- 
ments by unauthorized persons. 
Copies of the approved forms have 
been sent to each of the 21 county 
registry offices by Matthew Gray- 
son, chairman of the committee, 
with the request that they be 
prominently displayed at or near 
the recording window in each of 
the said offices. 

The bond and mortgage bear a 
legend on the faces and on the 
backers thereof reading: 

THIS FORM IS DULY APPROV- 
ED BY THE NEW JERSEY STATE 
BAR ASSOCIATION TO BE USED 
ONLY BY AND UNDER THE 
GUIDANCE OF A LAWYER. 

The contract, in addition to 
bearing the above legend on its 
face, contains an opening state- 
ment reading: 

THIS IS A CONTRACT FOR 
THE SALE AND PURCHASE OF 
REAL PROPERTY. WHEN PRO- 
PERLY SIGNED, IT IS LEGALLY 
BINDING ON THE PARTIES 
SIGNING; AND VERBAL PROM- 
ISES, NOT INCLUDED IN THIS 
AGREEMENT, ARE NOT BIND- 
ING. IF THERE EXISTS ANY 
DOUBT OF THE MEANING OR 
TERMS OF THIS CONTRACT, 
PARTIES NOT REPRESENTED 
BY A NEW JERSEY LAWYER, 
SHOULD SEEK THE COUNSEL 
OF THEIR OWN NEW JERSEY 
LAWYER. 

On the back of the agreement 
there is endorsed a statement 
reading “The within agreement 
has been drawn or approved by 
the undernamed duly licensed to 
practice law in New Jersey”, and 
the following instructions to par- 
ties are printed: 

“1. Do not enter into modifica- 
tions or changes in this agree- 
ment without consulting your 
lawyer first. 

2. If any development occurs, 
which effects the terms of this 
agreement, promptly consult your 
lawyer. 

3. If you are in doubt as to any- 
thing you should do to comply 
with the terms of your contract, 
promptly consult your lawyer. 

4. If the seller has a mortgage, 
taxes, insurance premiums, or 
other items to be paid pending 
closing of title, always first dis- 
cuss them with your lawyer.” 

The forms are all-purpose forms 
containing all the standard pro- 
visions necessary to the protec- 
tion of both parties, and readily 
adaptable to all situations and 

| circumstances. They were repro- 
| duced by All-State Office Supply 
| Co. as a service to the Bar. 


Several ABA sections, and the 
Conference of Chief Justices, 
composed of heads of the su- 
preme courts of the 48 states, 
will discuss current trends and 
developments in the uncharted 
fields of law related to satellite 
programing, outer space travel, 
and atomic energy. 

The Conference of Chief Jus- 
tices will have a program on 
the “law of atomic energy” on 
Aug. 22. John M. Dalton of Jef- 
ferson City, Mo., Attorney Gen- 
eral of Missouri, will address 
the ABA Section on Mineral and 
Natural Resources Law, Monday, 


Aug. 25, on the subject of 
“States’ Rights and Atomic 
Energy.” 


The Association’s Section of 
Insurance, Negligence and Com- 
pensation Law will hear talks 
Tuesday, Aug. 26, on such topics 
as “The Problem of Protection 
Against Atomic Hazards”; “The 
Atomic Age and Workmen’s Com- 
pensation”; “Medical Aspects of 
Hazards from Atomic Energy 
and Its By-products”; and “Tort 
Liablities Flowing from the 
Atomic Hazard.” 

Also, the ABA’s Public Utility 
Law Section will discuss the 
“Role of Private Industry and 
Government in the Nuclear Pow- 
er Program,” and the Associa- 
tion’s Section of International 
and Comparative Law will con- 
duct a “Symposium on Missiles, 
Satellites, and Outer Space.” 

“Aviation in the Age of Nu- 
clear Energy” will be explored 
at a meeting of the ABA Section 
of Insurance, Negligence and 
Compensation Law. There will 
also be a panel discussion on the 
“Impact of the Atom on Prop- 
erty and Marine Insurance.” 

The American Bar Associa- 
tion’s policy-making body—the 
244-member House of Delegates 
—will consider a recommenda- 
tion by the ABA’s Committee on 
Aeronautical Law that President 
Eisenhower be urged to call at 
once an international confer- 
ence on “legal problems relating 
to the use of space.” 


Junior Bar Conference 
To Premiere Legal Film 


The latest film in the ABA- 
AMA cooperative series on med- 
ical-legal subjects, titled “The 
Man Who Didn’t Walk,” will 
have its legal premiere August 
23 before the ABA Junior Bar 
Conference workshop at Los 
Angeles. The showing is tenta- 
tively scheduled for 4:00 p. m. 
in the Biltmore Hotel Galeria 
Room as part of the legal film 
festival being arranged in con- 
nection with the annual meet- 
ing by the American Law Stu- 
dent Association. All lawyers at- 
tending the ABA annual meet- 
ing are invited. The showing also 
will provide an opportunity for 
state and local bar officials, who 
may be planning to show this 
film before their organizations 
later, to preview the picture. 

General distribution of this 
film to state and local bar or- 
ganizations, upon request to the 
American Bar Association Pub- 
lic Relations office, will begin 
Sept. 1. Bar officials may, how- 
ever, make requests at any time 
for advance bookings for dates 
after Sept. 1. As in the case of 
the two earlier films in the ser- 
ies, “The Medical Witness” and 
“The Doctor Defendant,” the 
ABA plans to utilize the distri- 
bution facilities of the Indiana 
University Audio-Visual Center 
at Bloomington, Ind. 
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omy during a relatively short 


term, a policy decision could | 


readily be struck in favor of the 
former. There is no reason to be- 
lieve the omission of authority 
to terminate the appointment 
was other than deliberate and 
hence such power cannot be 
read into the act. 

Defendant says 


this would 


put it in a dilemma because it | 
needs but two magistrates and |} 


N. J. S. 2A:8-5 provides the 
magistrate shall serve “until 
his successor is appointed and 
qualified”. But that phrase ap- 
plies only to a period pending 
qualification of a successor. If 
on the expiration of the term 
of a magistrate the governing 
body resolves the need for such 
additional magistrate no longer 
appears, the incumbent would 
cease to hold office. 
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PROBATION — Though proba- 
tion was recognized at common 
law it is now provided for by 
statute and, under N.J.S. 2A:- 
168-2, where proprobation is 
imposed, the court must deter- 
mine the terms and conditions 
thereof, set them out clearly, 
and inform the probationer 
thereof in definite terms. 

—A probationer cannot be pun- 
ished for violation of probation 
for violating a term or condi- 
tion of probation of which he 
was not informed in definite 
terms. | 

CONTEMPT — Civil contempt is} 
essentially remedial, the object | 
being to coerce a party to do or | 
refrain from doing some act) 
specified in a court order. 

—An order directing imprison-| 
ment for civil contempt must | 
limit the period of imprison- | 

ment to the doing of some act | 
by which the contemnor may | 
discharge himself. | 
Digested from an opinion by 

Goldmann, SJ.A.D., rendered | 

June 26, 1958. Appellate Div.| 

Lathrop v. Lathrop. For appellant | 

—Robert V. Carton. For the order | 





— William L. Boyan, Dep. Atty.| ficulty in determining whether | fines “joint tortfeasors 


Gen. (David D. Furman, Atty.| the proceeding leading to the or-| “two or more persons jointly or|court system, an article 
der under appeal was a contempt | severally liable in tort for the| current Law Review dec 
| proceeding under N.J.S. 2A:10-1|same injury to person or prop-/|its major defect is the lack 
| uniform approach by the « 
Plaintiff’s objection that joinder| ties to the basic concept o 


Gen., attorney at direction of the | 
court). 


Judgment in this matrimonial] et seq. and R.R. 4:87-1 et seq or| erty.” 


action went in plaintiff’s favor | 


but custody of the minor chiidren| and impose sentence under N.J.S.| would confuse the jury is unten- 
was awarded to the defendant| 2A:168-4. It is this court’s view| able. 


* | probation officer then reported to 


She had an appeal pending. The 


Judge Bennett who on Sept. 11 
wrote plaintiff’s attorney that he 
felt defendant should be brought 
before the court. On Oct. 17 the 
Probation Officer wrote defendant 
to appear before Judge Bennett 
on Oct. 25 stating “At that time 
it will be alleged you violated 
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CONTRIBUTION — JOINDER OF |no problem because assumption 


PARTIES 


|of risk is no defense to the rai. 


A collision occurred between a| road. It is only in the single sity. 
truck owned and operated by de-/| ation that plaintiff was guilty o; 


fendants and a train on which| contributory negligence as t 


A the 


U Une 


plaintiff was employed as a con-| railroad only and that both the 


ductor, in which plaintiff was in- | truck and railroad were negligent 


your probation in that you refus-|jured. Defendants move to join| that plaintiff’s verdict as to each 
ed to cooperate with a probation | the railroad as a third party de-| might differ in amount. This bare 
possibility may be ascertained by 


officer who was directed by Judge | 
Bennett to investigate your alleg- | 
ed failure to comply with his or- 
der regarding visitation ...”. 

At the hearing, no evidence was | 
presented as to violation of the| 
visitation provisions, the testi- | 
mony going only to the occur- 
rences at the attempted interview 
by the probation officer. At the 
conclusion of the hearing Judge 
Bennett stated he regarded de- 
fendant’s refusal to give informa- 
tion to the probation officer as a 
violation of probation, for which | 
probation will be revoked and a| 
30-day jail sentence imposed. An | 
order imposing such sentence was | 
then signed by Judge Bennett. | 
Defendant appeals from the or-| 
der. | 

Held: Counsel experienced dif- | 


a proceeding to revoke probation | 


fendant. Plaintiff opposes on the 
grounds joinder of the railroad 
would confuse the jury and that 


|joinder is not permitted by the 


New Jersey Joint Tortfeasors Con- 
tribution Act. 

Held: The New Jersey Joint 
Tortfeasors Contribution Act ex- 
pressly provides that “The right 
of Contribution exists among joint 
tortfeasors.” Since this is a diver- 
sity case and the accident occur- 
red in New Jersey, New Jersey law 


| applies. 


The object of the motion is to 
have an adjudication in one ac- 
tion of the rights and responsibil- 
ities of all parties concerned, so 
that if it be found both the truck 
and railroad were negligent, con- 
tribution could be enforced with- 
out separate action. The Act de-| 

s” to mean 


Juries regularly are called | 


mother with rights of visitation| that the proceedings related to| upon to determine liability bet- 
in the plaintiff father. In June| revocation of probation, not pun- | ween individuals involved in ac- 
| 1956 plaintiff moved to hold de-| 


fendant in contempt for failure 
to allow him his visitation rights. | 
After several hearings Judge Ben- | 
nett, who had been assigned tem- | 
porarily to hear matrimonial | 
matters, found defendant guilty | 
of civil contempt for wilfully fail- | 
ing to comply with visitation | 


| privileges of the judgment nisi. 


On January 11, 1957 when de- 
fendant appeared for sentence 
on the contempt, Judge Bennett 
expressed the view that it would 
be best to impose “a suspended 
sentence for contempt of court, 
execution suspended, probation 
imposed, not so much for the 
purpose of weekly supervision, but 
it would give the court the power 
summarily to revoke probation 
and remove the suspension of 
sentence if there be a future de- 
fiiance of the court order... 
Summarily she would be brought 
into court and put in jail.” When | 
defendant’s counsel inquired 
whether there was anything his 
client had to do, the judge said 
he would get in touch with the| 
County Probation Officer and “ex- 
plain what I want.” The judge 
then formally announced a 30-day 
jail term for contempt, ‘“‘execu- 
tion vacated and this modified 
probation for 2 years.” No formal 
order was ever entered. 

Plaintiff having complained 
again that defendant was disre- 
garding his visitation rights, Judge 
Bennett on July 30, 1957, wrote 
defendant advising her thereof 
and that he was requesting the 
Probation Department to investi- 
gate the complaint “and this may 
eventuate in a formal hearing, on 
notice, before me respecting my 
determination of contempt.” 

Thereafter, a probation officer 
assigned to interview defendant 
called upon her and explained the 
purpose of the visit. Defendant 
refused to discuss any aspect of 
the visitation rights on the ground 
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ishment for contempt. | 

Though probation was recog- | 
nized at common law it is ie 
covered by statute. N.J.S. 2A:168-1 
gives a court having jurisdiction | 
over criminal or quasi-criminal | 
actions the power to suspend sen- | 
tence and place a defendant on| 

robation. NJ.S. 2A:168-2 pro-| 
vides the court shall determine | 
and may at any time modify the | 
conditions of probation and lists 
several possible conditions includ- 
ing reporting to probation officer, 
visitation by probation officer, 
answering inquiries of probation 
officer and others. N.J.S. 2A:168-4 
provides that where the proba- 
tioner has violated any of the 
conditions of his probation, the 
court may proceed by summary | 
hearing and revoke the probation 
and cause the sentence imposed 
to be executed or impose any sen- 
tence which might originally have 
been imposed. 

When Judge Bennett on Jan. 11, 
1957, imposed the 30-day suspend- | 
ed sentence and put defendant 
on two years probation, he impos- 
ed no conditions of probation 
other than strict compliance with 
the visitation provisions of the 
judgment nisi. The court did not 
at any time determine the terms 
and conditions of defendant’s pro- 
bation. If conditions of proba- 
tion are to be imposed, the court 
must expressly state them and 
the probationer should be inform- 
ed in definite terms as to the 
duties imposed upon him. The 
order of Nov. 1, 1957 is therefore | 
set aside. 

The proceedings of Jan. 11, 1957 
were never formalized by an order | 
imposing sanctions for the civil 
contempt of which defendant was 
found guilty. A proper order} 
should now be entered. In a civil 


|contempt the proceeding is essen- 


tially remedial, the object being 
to coerce one party for the bene- 
fit of another party to do or re- 
frain from doing some act speci- 
fied in the order of the court. 
Therefore, if imprisonment be 


ordered, it is remedial in purpose | }} 


though coercive in character and 


|must relate to something to be 


done by the accused who, by} 
compliance, may discharge him- | 
self. This view is fully reflected | 
in R.R. 4:87-3. The provision for 
imprisonment until the offender | 
has purged himself of contempt 
is the same as formerly contain- | 
ed in RS. 2:15-7 applicable to the | 
old Court of Chancery. Any order | 
directing imprisonment for civil | 


‘ there 


particularly confusing here. 


a 
jury. 


special 


interrogatory to 


The motion to join the railroag 


granted. 


Opinion by Hartshorne 


|as a third party defendant i; 


DJ 


led June 26, 1958 in Wilchek y 


Urg 


| Chaney et al. Civil No. 160-52 


_ Separate Family Court 


ed In California 





STANFORD, Calif. (ACCN)— 


A 


fa 


system 


problem: 
in California has been 


mended 


view survey team. 
Though the state has ; 


sonably 


|habilitating the youthful 
fender. 
Under the proposed di: 


Family Court system, t 
| cident cases and there is nothing | suggests, juvenile matters 
If|be handled by a judge 
joinder were not permitted the|for and sympathetic to 
court might have to try this one| The court would be fing 
|accident case twice to determine | the state and serve one « 


separate district Family Court 


for handling 
s and domestic : 


by a Stanford Law 


progressive 







the liability of each defendant. | counties. 
The Family Court would als 


This would be a sheer waste of} 
time and expense. 

As to the second ground, the 
argument is that the action 
against the railroad is based on 
the Federal Employers Liability 
Act and hence the New Jersey Act 


|} does not apply, and further there 


are differences in liability which 
make the New Jersey Act inap- 
plicable. But the N. J. Act en- 
compasses all joint tortfeasors 
without qualification and a rail- 
road, in an action under the 
Federal Employer’s Liability Act 
is a tortfeasor. The cases relied 
on by plaintiff involved efforts to 
join defendants liable only on 
contract, as for workmen’s com- 


| pensation, or defendants not liable 


to the injured party at all, where- 


|as here the railroad under the 


Federal Act is liable in “negli- 
gence” under the specific terms | 
of the act. The cases relied on} 
by planitiff are not applicable. 
Furthermore, in the ordinary 
case the difference between liabil- 
ity under the Federal Act and the 
common law action for negligence 
will in no way effect the right of 
contribution. If plaintiff was 
generally guilty of contributory 
negligence or assumption of risk 
would be no judgment 
against the truck and no right 
to contribution. If plaintiff as- 
sumed the risk only as to the 


‘railroad there would likewise be 
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contempt should limit the period | Main Office: 

of imprisonment to the doing of Boardwalk National Bank 

some act. | ‘ —. 
Reversed and remanded. Atlantic City, ™. “- , 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





LIBEL — All libel is actionable, 
without proof of special dam- 

.'»® ages. 

—A writing which is injurious to 

the reputation of another or 

, exposes him to hatred, con- 
tempt or ridicule, or subjects 
him to a loss of good will and 
confidence constitutes a libel. 

—A writing merely charging in- 
ability of a non-tradesman to 
pay debts is not libelous but a 
writing which implies failure to 
pay debts from dishonest mo- 
tives is libelous. 

—A letter to an employer charg- 
ing an employee with persistent- 
ly, over a period of time, ignor- 
ing efforts to collect two mod- 

. erate debts for purchases in 

two stores presents a jury ques- 

tion as to whether it was libel- 

t ous. 


Digested from an opinion by + 

Conford, J.A.D., rendered June 26, 

= 1958. Appellate Div. Stickel v. 

urt Trimmer. For appellant—Paul L. 

ile Blenden. For respondent — Paul 
Colvin 



















rial judge, sitting without 
found for plaintiff in this 
ction and awarded him 
isatory damages of $1200. 
ant appeals. 

leged libel was a letter 
defendant, as operator of 
‘tion agency, to plaintiff’s 
r, on the agency station- 
ding: 

Obligation of your em- 
Frederick & Eda Mae 
ickle, Jr. 

): Barton Jewelers Inc. $89.40 
enbaum’s Dept. Store 48.30 
e solicit your cooperation in 
ing the above matter, with- 
sflecting unfavorably on this 








r some time we have en- 
ed, without success, to sec- 
cooperation. If he con- 
tin ignore this obligation 
our customer may elect to use 
drastic measures. 

you help us keep this on 
y basis? A self-addressed 
is enclosed for your con- 
in offering any recom- 
mn tions or Suggestions”. 

As a result of the receipt of the 
it was transmitted to 
f a superior with a 
at the employer “will not 
as a fit employee anyone 




















hy 
Dy 


who contracts a debt and then 
without sufficient excuse neglects 
to make payment” and that dis- 
missal would result if such were 
found to be the case and pay- 
ment was not made. 

Plaintiff and his wife testified 
he was nervous and upset and 
lost his appetite because of fear 
of dismissal over the letter. He 
was not discharged. It is clear 
the debts in question had been 
incurred by his son, who at one 
time lived with him, 
was uncontroverted proof plain-| 

tiff had on several prior occasions | 
told defendant’s 
that he was not the debtor and 
that he was the only Fred Stickel | 
employed by his employer. 

The amount of the judgment is 
not challenged but defendant 
contends liability was not estab-| 
lished. 

Held: The question here pre- 
sented is one of first impression. 
To be distinguished is an imput- 
ation concerning one in business 
that he does not or is unable to 
pay his debts or obligations. There 
neral agreement that such a 
charge is defamatory as harm- 
ing him in his trade. 

Under the law of this state all 
libel is actionable without proof 
of special damages. Damage is 
presumed in the case of all defam- 
atory libels, as distinguishable 
from slanders. Whether or not 
stated concerning a person in 
trade, a writing which is “injuri- 
ous to the reputation of another 
or exposing him to hatred, con- 
tempt or ridicule or subjecting 
him to a loss of good will and 
confidence entertained toward 
him by others constitutes a libel” 
without the need of proving spec- 
ial damages. 

There is long standing author- 
ty that it is not dishonorable to 
be indebted to another, nor is it 
libelous to publish of another that 
he owes money. There is respect- 
able authority, however, that a 
letter from a creditor to an em- 
ployer Stating, in effect, that 
plaintiff has persisted unjustifi- 
ably in refusing to pay or in 
ignoring a just debt could be 
found defamatory by a jury. Har- 
per and James say that a writing 
charging failure or inability to 


is ge 


pay debts should not be consider- | 
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and there} 


representative | 


| judgment was grante 


| dants was based 
| which provides tha 
lor vice president < 
| treasurer 
| tary of State a ce 


| statute further provic 


| debts contracted before the filing | 
|of such certificate.” 


New Jersey Rearty TITLE | | 


| corporation. 


INSURANCE COMPANY | 


| behalf of (plaintiff) that you file, 
| within 30 days from the receipt 
lof this letter a certificate in the 


| stating the total amount of capi- 


! 
| P ! 
; ed defamation in the case of non- 


| tradesmen unless it fairly implies 
that the pl aintiff has failed to 
pay the b from dishonest 
motives and from a desire to de- 
fraud the cr 












Clearly tt is libel where a 
claimant writes an employer im- 
puting dishonesty in connection 
with a debt of the employee. The 





question here is ; whether the let- 
ter could, from all the evidence, 





reasonably be taken to lay to 
plaintiff conduct or characteris- 
j tics which would substantially 
lower his reputation with his em- 






| ployer. The notice from the em- 
ployer is ir ye evidence in 
this regard. Certainly, where a 
| Statement goes beyond merely 
| charging om plaintiff is indebt- 
}ed on a Single obligation and in- 
| 2 icates, as here, he has persistent- 
lly, over a period of time, ignored 
efforts to collect from him two 





| moderate obligations for articles 





| purchased in different stores, a 
reader might reasonably infer 
therefrom that plaintiff was ig- 
noring his just debts despite the 
fact that he was able to pay 
them — an attitude which the 
average person might regard as 
dishonest or otherwise reprehen- 
sible, with distinctly damaging 





effects on his 
While a non 
ing could also 


reputation. 
-defamatory mean- 
be reasonably de- 


rived from etter, there was 
enough evidence to make the 
question as to how it was under- 
stood by the addressee, an issue 


for the fact finder and to support 
his finding that it was libelous. 
Affirmed. 





CORPORATIONS — The provi- 
sion of N.J.S.A. 14:8-16 making 
corporate officers personally 
liable for corporate debts if they 
“neglect or refuse” to file cer- 
tificates of paid in capital within 
30 days after written request so 
to do, does not impose such 
liability for mere failure or 


to discharge, or indifference to 
this obligation. 

—A good faith effort to comply 
with N.J.S.A. 14:8-16 may re- 
lieve officers of personal liabil- 
ity though the certificate was 
not filed in time. 

o| STATUTES — A statute, such as 

N.J.S.A. 14:8-16, which is penal 

in character is to be strictly 

| construed and imposes its bur- 
| den only when there has been 
| a manifest non-compliance. 








Digested from an opinion by 
| Francis, J., rendered June 25, 1958. 
| Supreme Court. Rizzo v. Alatsas 
|et al. For respondent—Howard G. 





Kulp, Jr. (Brown, Connery, Kulp 
& Wille, attys). For appellants— 
Hyman B. Mintz (Sol Herships, 
atty). 

Plaintiff obtained judgment 
against Meridian Development | 
Corporation i then sued de-| 
fendants, pre: n and secretary | 
respectively of Meridian, on the} 
judgment. On motion, summary| 


d for plaintiff | 
and defendants appealed. The} 
cause of action against the defen-| 
on NJ.S. 14:8-16| 
t the president | 
2cretary or} 
shall file with the Secre- 

rtificate of oe 
tock within 10} 
ment. The 







ment of capital s 
days after such pay 





“If any such officers neglect or) 
| refuse so to do for 30 days after | 
|a written request so to do by a| 
| creditor or stockhol der of the| 
| corporati on, they shall be jointly} 


| 
|and severally liable for all its| 


had been filed 
prior to the judgment against the 
Thereafter, plain- 
tiff’s attorney sent by certified 
mail a notice to defendants dated 
Aug. 8, 1957 stating: 

“Demand is hereby made on 


No certificate 


office of the Secretary of State, 





omission but for wilful failure} 





tal paid into Meridian Develop- 
ment Corporation and whether 
it was paid in cash or by purchase 
of property. 

Very truly yours, 

Brown” etc. 

Plamtiff claims the letters were 
received by Alatsas on Aug. 9 and 
Siegel on Aug. 15. The required 
certificate, though signed by both 
of them orf Aug. 20 was not filed 
in the office of the Secretary of 
State until Sept. 26. In explana- 
tion of the late filing, defendants 
submitted an affidavit by the of- 
fice manager of Meridian that he 
had obtained the necessary form 
from the Secretary of State and 
completed it except for the 
amount of capital stock, which 
figure was filled in in pencil; that 
defendants signed it in this ten- 
tative form on Aug. 20 and in- 
structed him to verify the amount 
of capital stock from the account- 
ant and then file it, that he had 
difficulty contacting the accoun- 
tant and called plaintiff’s attor- 
ney advising him thereof and 
asking for an extension of time, 
to which the attorney acceeded; 
that when the accountant con- 
firmed the amount the form was 
completed and sent to the Secre- 
tary of State on Sept. 20 with a 
check for $1.00 which the accoun- 
tant had said was the filing fee; 
that the certificate was returned 
because the fee was $2.00, and 
that it was then sent again with 
the correct fee. 

The trial judge held the failure 
to file within time constituted 
“neglect” within the contempla- 
tion of the Act and further that 
the attorney had no authority to 
waive plaintiff’s right to strict 
compliance with the “written re- 
quest”. 

Held: N.J.S.A. 14:8-16 is in der- 
ogation of the common law non- 
liability of corporate officers and 
in effect imposes a penalty. It is 
sufficiently penal in character to 
require a Strict construction and 
thus to impose its burden only 
when there has been a manifest 
non-compliance. 

The critical words by which 
liability is to be gauged are “ne- 
glect or refuse”. In the context 
and weighted with the rule of 
strict construction, “neglect” 
nifies more than mere failure or 
omission. It connotes a wilful 
failure to discharge, or a reckless 
indifference to, a Known obliga- 
tion. A good faith effort to com- 
ply with the requirement over- 
comes any presumption of wilful 
neglect. 

Tested by these considerations, 
it cannot be said as a matter of 
law that defendants were guilty 


cjo- 
slg 


Congress Designates 
May 1 Loyalty Day 


—The senate Monday approved 
a resolution designating May 1 
as Loyalty Day. The legislation, 
approved by the house May 19, 
now goes to President Eisenhow- 
er. 

The joint resolution states 
that May 1, traditionally asso- 
ciated with Communist May Day 
celebrations, be set aside as an 
annual day for the “reaffirma- 
tion of loyalty” to the U. S. and 
“recognition of the heritage of 
American freedom.” 

May 1, of this year was cele- 
brated nationally as Law Day. 


Pa 


Bar Rejects Family 
Court Idea 


—The Pennsylvania Bar Assn. 
has approved proposed state leg- 
islation designed to enlarge the 
functions of the state Common 
Pleas Court in the field of fam- 
ily law without creating a sep- 
arate “Family Court.” 

At the final session of its sum- 
mer meeting here, the associa- 
tion heard Victor J. Roberts of 
Norristown, chairman of its fam- 
ily law committee, report that 
the committee had changed ear- 
lier thinking that a Family 
Court was needed. 

Roberts said the present feel- 
ing is that a new and separate 
court is neither necessary nor 
practical, and that the Domestic 
Relations Division of the Com- 
mon Pleas Court can be a satis- 
factory vehicle when its func- 
tion is enlarged to include ma- 
trimonial matters of all kinds, 
as well as support cases. 








uf a neglect or refusal to file the 
certificate. Since affidavits pre- 
sented ample inferences to the 
contrary it was error to grant the 
motion for summary judgment. 

It is noted that the statute 
does not prescribe the method of 
service of the request. But where, 
as here, the making of a request 
is a condition precedent to liabil- 
ity, it is obvious that either per- 
sonal receipt of the request or 
adequate and timely knowledge 
thereof must be established. 

The question of the attorney’s 
authority to extend the time for 
compliance need not be decided 
here and is left for full develop- 
ment at trial. Even if such au- 
thority was not present, such ex- 
tension would have a bearing on 
the issue of neglect or refusal to 


file the certificate. 
Reversed and remanded for 
trial. 
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THE CONSTITUTIONAL APPOINTIVE POWER— 
IS IT EFFECTIVE? 


Just prior to the convening of the Constitutional Convention 
of 1947, we published two editorials concerned with the constitutional 
appointive power. In the first, published on May 29, 1958, we pointed 
out the defects inherent in the 1844 State Charter which permitted 
diffusion of that power between the Governor and the Legislature, 
and concluded with the hope that the forthcoming Constitution 
“will ultimately vest with the Governor the power of appointment to 
state office, subject to Senate confirmation, untrammelled by re- 
strictions and excluding only the isolated specific offices which may 
be filled by the Legislature under expressly defined constitutional 
authority.’ Unquestionably, vast improvements in the Governor’s 
appointive powers were achieved by the Convention. In addition, 





U. S. Attorney's Annual Report 
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t is a privilege to direct the; 
attention of the citizens of New 
Jersey to the prodigious work 
performance of the staff of the 
United States Attorney’s Office 
for the District of New Jersey 
during the fiscal year which end- 
ed on June 30, 1958. 

While this office has long been 
recognized by the Department 
of Justice as one which has pro- 
cessed the legal business of the 
United States with efficiency and 

ispatch, the accomplishments 
of the legal and clerical staffs 
of this office have been particu- 
larly outstanding during the 
past 12-month fiscal period. 

On July 1, 1957 the Criminal 
Division dockets of this office 
had an inventory of 383 matters 
pending in court and in pre- 
liminary stages of investigation 
and processing. During the year 
from July 1, 1957 to June 30, 
1958, Federal investigative agen- 
cies referred an additional 3047 
matters to us for a prosecutive 
opinion and necessary action. 
When added to the pending total 
of 383 criminal matters on the 
dockets on July 1, a grand totai 
of 3430 criminal matters in court 
and preliminary stages required 
the attention of the Criminal 
Division legal staff in the course 
of the year. As of June 30, 1958, 
455 criminal matters remained 
in a pending status, a new record 
total of 2975 criminal matters 
having been terminated by this 
division by way of trial, plea of 
guilty or otherwise during the 
year under review—an average 
of 247.9 closed cases per month. 


actually in court in the District | 
of New Jersey on July 1, 1957. | 


dictments and informations were 


total of 589 criminal court cases 
pending in the course of the 
year. On June 30, 1958, the crim- 
inal court cases awaiting trial 
or other disposition numbered 


Division had terminated 450 
criminal cases by trial, plea or 
otherwise during the 12-month 
period. This total of 450 criminal 
cases terminated by court action 
during the past fiscal year rep- 
resents the greatest number 
terminated during a _ similar 
period in more than four years. 

The Civil Division of this of- 
fice compiled an equally note- 
worthy record of accomplish- 
ment. Our civil dockets listed 
994 civil cases pending in court 
and preliminary stages on July 
1, 1957. During the ensuing year 
1202 additional civil cases were 
opened in this office, making a 
grand total of 2196 civil cases in 
process during the fiscal year. 
On June 30, 1958, the pending 
inventory of civil cases had been 
reduced to a new low of 943. A! 
grand total of 1253 cases had/| 
been terminated by court action, 
and otherwise during the year— 
again, the greatest number closed | 
in any comparable period in 
over four years—an average 
closing rate of 104.4 civil cases 
per month. 

On July there were 


1, 1957 











Nonetheless, in the statutes establishing a number of the fourteen 
principal departments, division heads are required to be appointed 
not by the chief executive officer of the department, but rather by 
the governor with the advice and consent of the senate. To effectuate 
fully the role of the department head in the establishment of policy 
for the several divisions within his department, and in fact to estab- 
lish the direct line of responsibility which was a fundamental aim 





our opposition to legislative encroachments upon that executive 
power was adequately met by the inclusion in the new Constitution 
of the provision that ‘Neither the Legislature nor either house 
thereof shall elect or appoint any executive, administrative or judicial 
officer except the State Auditor’. The exception, with respect to the 
office of State Auditor, is fully in line with our traditional American 
principle of checks and balances. The important function attached | 
to this State Office,—the post-auditing of State Accounts—demands 
that it remain exclusively an agency of the Legislature. 

In the same editorial we expressed our disapproval of the sug- 
gestion that the Governor’s appointive power, with respect to the 


of the reorganization, it would appear extremely logical for the 
power of appointment of the directors of these divisions to be vested 


|in the respective department heads. 


Another manner in which the direct lines of responsibility have | 
been broken occurs in statutes creating several independent agencies 
headed by boards or commissions whose members have terms running 
well beyond that of the appointing governor. For example, members 
of the New Jersey Highway Authority are provided with nine year 
terms of office, and members of the New Jersey Turnpike Authority 
have five year terms of office. Unquestionably, the statutes creating 





judiciary, should be restricted to compel the selection of judges of 
the court of last resort from the inferior courts. 
given for this disapproval. First, we seriously doubted whether the 
restriction would, in any substantial sense, attain the desirable end | 
which it sought, to wit, the elimination of political appointments to 
the court of last resort. Secondly, we pointed out that the suggestion 
would practically exclude the occasional appointments of outstanding 
members of the bar who had reached the heights of their professional 
careers. The new Charter, of course, remains free of the suggested 
limitation. 

One week later, on June 5, 1947, we urged in this Column, with 
respect to the judiciary, that constitutional provision be made for 
the appointment of the judges of all courts whose jurisdiction 
extends to more than one municipality, by the Governor, with the 
advice and consent of the Senate—a provision which was adopted by 
the Convention (Art. VI, Sec. VI, par. 1). 

While taking pardonable pride in our role in the attainment 
of these constitutional reforms, we nevertheless recognize our im- 
portant concomitant obligation to assess periodically their practical 
effectiveness. In January of this year our present Constitution passed 
its ten-year mark. On September 15th next, our present Court 
system will have completed a decade of service. Although by and 
large the provisions regarding appointment to State Office have 
worked well, there remain a number of areas where improvement 
is long overdue and some in which further consideration may prove 
exceedingly helpful. 

A brake on the effective use of the executive appointive power 
is the failure of the Constitution to provide a time limit during| 
which the Senate may act on nominations submitted to it by the 
Governor. None of us will disagree with the proposition that public 
offices, created to meet public needs, should be filled expeditiously. 
Yet we have witnessed a number of instances of prolonged delays in 
action on nominations which have been submitted. The public 
interest in effective management of the affairs of State requires a 
constitutional amendment prescribing a reasonable period during 
which the Senate may act on nominations. A period of six weeks 
as provided for in the 1944 proposed Constitution would appear to be 
em-nently reasonable. If no action is taken within such time, then, 
unless a nomination is withdrawn by the Governor or returned to 
him by the Senate within that period, the nomination should be 
deemed confirmed. 

Another difficulty concerns the method of appointment of some 
division heads. In the administrative reorganization program which 
implemented the Executive Article of the Constitution, it will be 
remembered, a basic objective was to fix direct lines of responsibility 
for the execution of the administrative activities cf the state, within 
the principal departments, running from the governor through the 
department heads to the subordinate officers of each department. 





these agencies should be amended to permit the members of these 


Two reasons were | authorities to serve solely at the pleasure of the governor. In accord 
é 


with the spirit of the Executive Article, this would properly give each 
incoming governor a direct voice in policies affecting the two major 
express highways. 

Finally, further consideration should be given to the method of 
appointment of our judges. To achieve maximum non-partisanship 
in appointments, the Missouri plan or a variation of it should be 
seriously considered. This of course would require an amendment to 
our Judicial Article, under which our judges are appointed by the 
governor with the advice and consent of the senate. Under the 
Missouri Plan, the nominating procedure is grounded upon a sub- 
stantial exclusion of partisan political features and upon active 
participation by lawyers and the public generally. Selection of the 
justices of the Supreme Court, judges of three Courts of Appeals, 
of Circuit and Probate Courts of St. Louis and Kansas City, and of 
the Court of Criminal Correction in St. Louis are made by the gov- 
ernor but from a panel of three nominees named by non-partisan 
commissions. The Commission for the Appellate Courts, i.e., the 
Supreme Court and three Courts of Appeals, consists of seven 
members. The Chief Justice of the Supreme Court is chairman; and 
there are three lawyer members, one from each Court of Appeals 
District, elected by the bar of the District, and three lay members 
appointed by the governor, one from each Court of Appeals District. 
The St. Louis and the Kansas City trial Court Commissions consist 
of five members each. The presiding judge of the Court of Appeals 
of the District serves as chairman, two lawyer members are elected 
by the bar, and two lay members are appointed by the governor. 
The members, excluding the chairman, have staggered terms of six 
years and are ineligible to succeed themselves. Neither lawyer nor lay | 
members hold public office or any official position in a political party. | 
The appointed judge is required to be confirmed by the electorate at 
the next general election held after he has served twelve months in 
office. Judges of the Trial Courts are given six year terms of office, 
and judges of the Appellate Courts have twelve year terms. To be 
continued in office at the expiration of his term, the judge must 
receive a favorable vote of the electorate. The important feature | 
here is that the judge is not opposed by any other candidate in the 
election. He runs solely on his record. A suggested variation of | 
this Missouri plan would be the granting of tenure during good! 
behavior after service of a full term and confirmation by the 
electorate. 

It is obvious that a greater degree of freedom from practical | 
politics is inherent under the Missouri Plan or some method of 
judicial selection that incorporates its essential feature. Furthermore, | 
such a method makes for firmer independence of the judiciary from | 
either of the other co-ordinate branches of government and would | 
give greater force to our basic doctrine of the separation of powers | 
embodied in Article II of our state constitution. 


| 
eee 
There were 117 criminal cases | Comment and Criticism Inviteg 


During the year ending June, 


30, 1958, a total of 472 new =) ay expresses ably the warm 


filed in court, making a grand} 


139. Court action by the Criminal ; 


| and collelcted more moneys 


ful to Judge Gerald McLa! 


| ranks of the jurists on the ® 


Voice of the Bar 











Editor, New Jersey Law Journa] 
Your editorial “Counsellors 


feeling engendered by the Su- 
preme Court’s. well-considereg 
action in declaring all New Jer- 
sey attorneys to be counsellors, 
Sincerely yours, 
Theodor H. Unterman 


Announcement 


James J. Hogger has become 
a member of the firm of Hein 
Smith & Mooney, 210 Main St 
Hackensack. 





289 civil cases actually in cour: 
and during the year a 

total for the District of 
Jersey of 711 new civil 
were begun in the United Sta 
District Court, making a 
of 1000 active civil cases penc 
in court in the course of the 
year under review. At the end 
of the year on June 30, 1958, t} 
still pending active civil cases 
in court totaled 293, a total of 
707 civil court cases having been 





New 








{terminated by judgment, settle- 


ment or otherwise by the Civil 


| Division of this office during the 


year. 
The Collection Unit of the 
Civil Division, which is respo 
sible for the collection of numer 
ous small debts due to vez 
Federal agencies, contrat 





| substantially to the accon 
| ments 
| of 


of the Civil Division and 
this office during 
This unit processed more 


th e year 





ing the year ending June 30 





than in any period since its or- 











ganization in 1955. This 
instituted 449 court cases dt 
the year and obtained m 


judgments in 386 of those cases 
amounting to $315,256.09. 1 
terminated an_ additional 
cases by settlement or o 
and collected $98,791.75 
the United States by processing 
1809 payments from persons in- 
debted to the Governmen 
During the past year, 
proud to report that thi 
continued to be a Ss 
contributor to the Federal 


ba 





















ury. Actual moneys c 
from fines, forfeitures, p 
and civil judg men‘s t 


$1,507,366.32. It is bel 
worthy that this total 
cash returned to the Tr 
this office exceeds the 
spent on the —— 
Attorney in New Jerse} 
than $1,150,000.00—a rau 
more than four to one. 

It is apparent that the 
of legal business of the 
Government handled b} 
fice is increasing subst 
from year to year. The 0 
of handling this increasu 


fal 


ume of Government clVl a 
criminal litigation is borne Pi 
marily by the judges ne 
United States District 
New Jersey. We in the | 
States Attorney’s Office ]0 
tribute to Chief Judge . 





|Forman and Judges William ¢ 


Smith, Thomas F. 
Thomas M. Madden, 
Hartshorne and Reynier 
tendyke, Jr., for the 
and impartiality that eact 
them has displayed in th 
charge of their tremendous 
den. We are particu! larly gt 







of the United States haat 
Appeals for the Third - 0 
who unselfishly added Bd 
already large responsid - 
assisting in the trial of num 
narcotic prosecutions ¢ dur 
past year. Lastly, we 9 id a 
welcome to Judge Mendon 
rill, who has recently joi 





— 
Pie ieee 


Mor 





Str. 


lof the United States 


|Court in New Jersey. - 














Chester A. Weidenbum a 
U. 8. Atty. For the Dist: 
N. J. 
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on of Interest 










Continued from page “‘1) the total of the checks plus pro- 
— | test fees being $33,883.50. Im- 
sccommodati sr Parga s+ mediately upon learning of the 

y the defendant, Margaret fact that there were not suffi- 


wife of the said 
and an endorse 


cient funds to cover the checks 

















~ the plaintiff dispatched its 
of the other nine defendants to Ford’s premises to 
in the suit. The etait endorser any cars upon which it 
s without this jurisdict , lien. 4 cars of the 18 were 
The case was tried in ‘the Su- ; 4 st hee ole te 
r goo ghntg Div bY plaintiff, the amount re- 
urVv he - Ae Re xe 
icses beet eae ceived being credited to Ford’s 

5 os ere 
d a verdict of $19 ‘71 account. In addition Ford gave 
of plaintiff and against th. plaintiff $4000 in cash, 
Apfe ‘ Ford rig = A ae a 
sks Harold C. =e which was also credited to his 
Margaret Ford, and a ver- account. According to the figures 


z no cause Of action yn the company’s account books, 



























S other =e os *+h were introduced into evi- 
Upon motion the © dence, Ford’s hedihied sas to the 
aside the verdict in ; of plaintiff after subtracting total 
nine defendant-endorsers, credits of $14,219.50 amounted to 
entered judgment in favor $19 664.00. While this amount 
plaintiff against each Of wo. disputed by Ford, he could 
the nine defendants in thé introduce no records or other 
amount of $1933.43, with inter- evidence to substantiate his 
est from October 14, 1855. The tect imony that his total indebt- 
defendant-endorsers aP- edness was “in the vicinity of 
Prior to hearing in tne $6300 = 
Superior ~~. _—. Richard Glassner, the owner 
sng oa Bee epee ee of Seth Boyden, testified that 
pane _ Ford was also indebted to his 
The trial below was the second company for $20,880. 
f this case, a previous JUTY On August 22, 1955 a meeting 
dict in favor of the defend- ya; held among Ford, Schwartz, 
aving been set aside by representing the plaintiff, and 


1 court. 





Glassner representing Seth Boy- 











The facts are lengthy tne den. A material dispute developed 
: i ones are in alspule. at the trial concerning what 
TI fendant Harold C. Ford occurred at this conference. 
as a retail automobile dealer. Glassner testified that Schwartz 
He purchased automobiles for was adamant about getting his 
le from a finance company, money and that he threatened 

h Boyden, which was owned to prosecute Ford if the money 
Richard Glassner, an attor- was not immediately forthcom- 
ney. On or about June 30, 1955, He further testi fied that, 
Seth Boyden referred Ford to aft er repeated urging, he finally 
1intiff. The plaintiff's prevailed upon Schwartz to ace | 

ra tions with Ford were cept a suggestion made by Ford | 
types, one referred that Ford obtain 10 endorsers} 

“floor plan scheme” to lend their credit to a note, | 


nd the other as a “time sales payable over a period of 5 years, 
Under the “floor if Schwartz would forbear from 
eme” Ford would pur- suit on the indebtedness. 2 


1 automobile, deposit the notes were drawn by Glassner 
of title with face amount of $19,663.20 
as security and at the and $20,880.00 representing Ford’s 


the in the 


























ame time sign a chattel indebt edness to the pla aintiff and 
gaze and note securing the Boyden, respectively. Ac- 
nent of the moneys adv ording to Glassner an agree- 
the _ atiff. When a pur- ment was also drawn up pro- 
aser the automobile was viding, in substance, that Ford 
ind. Ford would return to the was to execute promissory notes 
aintiff, tender a check or cash ) eacl litor in exchange for 
and receive the certificate of eir rance from enforc- 
ue so that a transfer of t clain against Ford. 
i “cl This written agreement, the ex- 





aser could be effect- 
ted nder the ‘time 5 
ration”, when a. € I 
of financing ry an 










was disputed 
unex- 


istence of which 
Ford, was completely 
























desirous ed. In any event, the signa- 
sutomobile, Ford would obtain of the proposed endorsers 
redit application from the two notes were never 
4 id = forwe it i e reason that each 
Upon approv Of ¢ not want to be 
by plaintiff, large face amount 

1d obtain the custom fF tl 
na note and Fv of the confer- 
les contract for nce t 22, 1955 was quite 
and assign the different. His testimony was to 
to the plain- th ffect that he was told that 
: a check in ret fheec id procure 10 endorsers 
: the plai C ] j sir credit to 
testified t he would 
2 transactions credit and 
3 of the “floor able to re- 


Ford insisted 
the 


in business. 
consideration for 





4 of 


1955 Ford en- 














“mered financial difficulties note 1 endorsements was not 
~ -A€ operation of his business a forbearance from suit on the 
“~"2 in turn gave rise to the old debt, but the extension of a 
““ant series of notes. During a completely new line of credit 
, a Irom August 9, 1955 until by ¢ tiff. 

— 16, 1955, Ford gave a ser- After the conference Ford and 








€cxs to the plaintiff 1 one Fr an, an attorney and 
turned over to Ford associat in Glassner’s office 
ert s of title for 18 empted to procure the en- 
=e checks were all re- sements on the beforemen- 


¢ for insufficient funds at- 


2 notes. When that 














Specialists | 
LAW PRINTERS APPENDICES AND 


BRIEFS ON APPEAL 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. 
71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. 
. TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 
| MES E. FLETCHER, Manager | 











in failure Ford and 
rned to Glassner’s 


tempt ended 
Freeman 


roth 








office. Gla devised a new 
plan, desi to obviate the 
reluctan the endorsers to 


notes. Glassner 
dictated his secretary pre- 
pared, a series of 10 notes pay- 
able to the plaintiff in the face 
amount of $1966.20 each and 10 
notes paya to Seth Boyden in 
the face amour of $2088.00 
each. Thus each endorser would 
only be liable for 1/10th of the 
face amount of the notes upon 
which endorsements were orig- 


sign the 














inally sought 

Again Ford and Freeman set 
out to procur he various en- 
dorsements sn is Some con- 
flict in the testim ony as to the 
authority possessed by Freeman. 
Freeman tified that his only 
authority witness the 
signatures of the endorsers in 
order to assure their genuiness. 


was to the ef- 
’s role was not 







Ford’s testin 
fect that Fr 
SO passive, 
was authorized by 
secure the signature of the 10 
cuarantors. The 10 notes in 
question are identical in form. 
All were executed on September 
4, 1955, each bearing the signa- 
ture of Ford as maker, his wife, 
as endorser yne of the ap- 





lassner to 





pellants as -endorser. Ford’s 
wife and the co-endorser signed 





each note tu once at the top 
and once at the bottom of the 
back. The f ig is a sample 








of the notes: 
Face of note 
(Printed matter is enclosed in 
brackets - remainder is type- 
written) (Date September 14, 
1955 (In the installments set 
forth on the reverse side 
hereof, I/We promise to 
pay to the order of) 


(Amount $ 1,966.20 


FRANKLIN DISCOUNT COM- 
PANY 
*The Sum of 1966 Dols 20 Cts 


(Dollars) 
1025 Broad Street, 
(Payable at Newark 2, N. J. 











(If any of tl l allments is 
not paid when the same becomes 
due, the entire unpaid amount 
of this note s} rithout no- 
tice, become payable 
forthwith. 
(In the event lefault, the 
obligors agree pay interest at 
2% per month date of de- 
fault t and, if pla ith attorney ' 
for collection idditional 15% 
attorney’s collection charge. 
(Trial by jury and the right 
thereto are hereby waived.) 
The alteration of the fore- 
going plac yayment is 
©. ¥. 

(Value Received) without in- 


terest 
HARRY FORD AUTO SALES 
By Prop. 
Haro Id C. F 
* Stamped by 
ine. 
Reverse side or back of note. 


er mach- 








(Printed matter enclosed in 
brackets - remainder is type- 
written) 
ENDORSEMENT 
With waiver of f ssentment, 
demand, notice of honor and 


protest by all the undersigned. 


Margaret F 























32 Meadow Drive 

Little Falls, N. J 

James E. Reynolds, Jr. 

366 Hartford Road 

South Orange, N. J. 

SCHEDULE OF PA AYMENTS 

(The installments referred 
to on the reverse side hereof 
shall be) sixty (in number and 
payable one on the same day 
of each successive) month 


(hereafter as the day of the 
date hereof. The said (install- 
ments shall be in the amount 
of $ } 32.77 (each.) 


This note was endorsed by 
the undersigned to induce the 
payee to forbear the enforce- 
ment of its past due claim 
against the maker and to 
grant the extension in the 
manner set forth in the with- 
in note and nine other similar 
notes, this note representing 
1/10th of said indebtedness 


Notice From Vanderbilt 
Portrait Committee 


MEMBERS OF THE NEW 
JERSEY STATE BAR ASSO- 
CIATION 

As you are probably aware, 
the undersigned was appointed 
Chairman of the Committee: to 
Procure an Oil Painting of the 
late Chief Justice Vanderbilt to 
be presented to the Supreme 


To: 





Margaret Ford 





7 3 Court some time this Fall. The 
James E. Reynolds, Jr. artist has been retained. The 


There is a complete contradic- 
tion in the evidence concerning 
what transpired during the pro- 
curement of the various endorse- 
ments. Ford and the appellants 
testified in substance as follows: 
That Freeman assured them at 
the time their signatures as en- 
dorsers were procured that the 
purpose of the note was to ob- 
tain a new line of credit for Ford 
in order to enable him to get 
back in or continue in business. 
Their unanimous testimony also 
was that the 8 typewritten lines 
above the last signature, pur- 
porting to recite the considera- 
tion for the note, were not on 
the note at the time that they 


price of the portrait is $2,000.00. 
The payment for this portrait 
was to be the subject matter of 
voluntary contributions by our 
members. 

The Committee would like to 
have the donors be as numerous 
as possible, contributions to be 
in a moderate amount. Our idea 
is that the individual contribu- 
tions should be either $5.00 or 
$10.00, contributions made by a 
firm should be possibly between 
$10.00 and $50.00, depending on 
the size of the firm. 

In the event of an over-sub- 
scription, except where the 
donor has expressed a contrary 


: intent, any balance may be dis- 
ee setae Pg peek tributed in the discretion of the 
~~ ao e Trustees of the Association to 


notes of $32.77 each and there- 
after refused to make further 
payments for the alleged reason 
that an additional line of credit 
was not forthcoming from plain- 
tiff. Each of the endorsers re- 
fused to make any payments for 


any other charitable or educa- 
tional programs being sponsored 
in honor of the late Chief Jus- 
tice Vanderbilt. 

I would appreciate your check 
for any amount you may feel 


perfectly free to contribute, 
the same reason. onses ! : ee 
a the tare benedeni made payable to the undersigned 
subsequent material alteration °° Chairman. 
of the note and (b) either a Edward R. McGlynn, Chair- 
failure of consideration or a _man : 
conditional delivery, the condi- 17 Academy St. 


Newark 2, N. J. 
Members of the Committee: 
Henry E. Ackerson, Jr. 
Otto E. Adolph 
Lewis P. Dolan 


tion not being made. 

Yetta Blank, who prepared the 
notes for Glassner, testified that 
she had typed the 8 typewritten 


lines on the back of the notes “€™* 2 

at the time she was preparing William W. Evans 
the notes for execution. Her Edward B. McConnell 
testimony further was that she John Milton, Sr. 


S. Reeve 
C. Scerbo 


Irving 


had typed the clause prior to 
Frank 


inserting the notes in a check- 


writing machine or protecto- Josiah Stryker 
graph which impressed the John E. Toolan 
amount of the note on the face. T- Girard Wharto 
The checkwriting machine does Willard G. Woelper 

















not print the amount on the a 

note, but rather stamps or im- Announcement 

presses it, resulting in a raising All: State Office Sauply Co. announces 

up or semi-perforation on the . wiiaue new l NICORP. aa bac k 

back. page of : his issue for comp lete detai 
The plaintiff called as wit- 

nesses two experts on questioned LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 


documents. These experts per- 
formed two types of tests on the 
notes which led them to the 
conclusion that the 8 typewrit- 
ten lines were on the note at the 


1) 


24 Hour Telephone Answering 
Service 


SEYMOUR RING 
107 Schuyler Avenue 
Newark 12, N. J. 
WaAverly 6-5324 








(Continued on page 6, col. 

















NEW EDITION 


OF THE ALL-TIME CLASSIC 


WILLISTON 
ON 


CONTRACTS 


Special Pre-publication offer: 
e VOLUME I OF REVISED THIRD EDITION 


e PRESENT 9 VOLUME EDITION WITH 
1957 SUPPLEMENTS 


e WILLISTON ON SALES, 4 VOLUMES WITH 
1957 SUPPLEMENTS 


All In One Package Combination - $80.00 





The new third edition will consist of 12 volumes. 
Volume 2 and subsequent volumes to be billed as 
issued at $20.00 per volume. 


GANN LAW BOOKS 


224 Market Street Newark, N. J. 
MArket 4-5533 | 





























Decision of Interest 


(Continued from page 5) 





time the note was prepared for 
execution, and therefore at the 
time the endorsers placed their 
signatures thereon. The first 
test is denominated the “plate 
test”. This consists of placing a 
glass measure showing lines to 
the inch (vertically and horizon- 
tally) over the note and then 
photographing the note and 
enlarging the photograph. The 
purpose of the test was to dem- 
onstrate the exact alignment of 
the type, both vertically and 
horizontally. The conclusion 
drawn from the test was that 
the typewritten letters on the 
note were in alignment. One of 
the experts testified that it 
would be “extremely difficult, 
if not impossible, on any one 
document to get the vertical 
alignment proper and get these 
lines parallel” after a note had 
been removed from the type- 
writer and then reinserted. His 
conclusion was buttressed by 
the added factor “that this 
would have to have been done 
not once but nine times to com- 
plete these notes’. Moreover, it 
was explained that: 
“We have not only the prob- 
lem of adjusting the original 
copy, which is, as I have de- 
scribed, a very difficult thing 
to do to get the verticai align- 
ment right and to get the lines 
parallel, but we have the sec- 
ond thing, and that is to get 
the carbon copy in exact reg- 
ister with the original. Now, 
one might do that where there 
is no carbon paper in between 
by holding them up to a 
strong light and adjusting 
them that way, but then there 
is the problem of getting car- 
bon paper between. The paper 
is black and it is not possible 
to transmit light to adjust 
them. Therefore, the only way 
they could be put back to- 
gether would be purely by 
chance, and consequently 
when I found, as I will demon- 
strate from this exhibit—and 
it’s true of all the carbon 
copies—that the alignment in 
the carbon copy was proper 
just the way it would be if 
these were put in the machine 
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AND CONSULTANTS 


Member of American Institute of 
Real Estate Appraisers 
23 South Harrison Street 
East Orange, N.J. ORange 3-8100 














and typewritten all the way 
through, I had to conclude 
then that the carbon copies 
had been typewritten in a 
continuous typing operation, 
that you are just taking and 
creating just an improbable 
Situation to have reinserted 
one of these and gotten it in 
perfect register and then got 
it adjusted so that you get 
these lines absolutely parallel, 
which they are. * * *” 

The second test performed 
was to examine microscopically 
the back of the note (in order to 
illustrate his conclusions the 
expert had photographic en- 
largements of portions of the 
note made). Part of the impres- 
sion made by the checkwriting 
machine covered the area on the 
back where the disputed type- 
written lines were. As previously 
explained the checkwriting ma- 
chine does not merely print, but 
impresses or embosses the paper 
and gives it a “roughness’ ap- 
parent to the “naked eye’. Mic- 
roscopic examination demon- 
trated by photographic enlarge- 
ments indicated breaks or ridges 
in the typewriting. It was opined 
that if the 8 typewritten lines 
had been placed upon the notes 
after the note had been placed 
in the checkwriting machine, 
the impact of the typewriter 
keys would have flattened the 
breaks or ridges when coming 
in contact with them. Nonethe- 
less, the endorsers denied that 
the 8 lines appeared on the note 
at the time they endorsed. 

After default by Ford the 
plaintiff commenced suit against 
Ford, his wife and 9 of the 10 
endorsers (as previously stated, 
the 10th endorser was without 
the jurisdiction). The action was 
tried before a judge and jury 
and the jury returned a verdict 
in favor of all defendants. The 
court submitted written inter- 
rogatories to the jury requiring 
them to respond in writing to the 
question of whether the induce- 
ment for the endorsements was 
a representation to the endorsers 
that a new line of credit would 
be extended to Ford and the 
jury’s reply was “yes”. The fur- 
ther interrogatory was pro- 
pounded inquiring as to whether 
the 8 typewritten lines were 
placed on the note before or 
after the endorsements were ex- 
ecuted and the jury’s reply was 
“after”. Thereafter the trial 
court set aside the verdicts of 
the jury as contrary to the 
weight of the evidence and or- 
dered a new trial. Cross-applica- 
tions for leave to appeal the 
trial court’s action were denied 
by the Superior Court, Appellate 
Division. 

At the retrial below the plain- 
tiff made a motion to have the 
case tried without a jury relying 
upon the waiver of jury trial 
appearing on the note. This 
motion was denied. In addition 
the plaintiff made a motion to 
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‘excise the disputed 8 typewritten | at the close of the proofs, have 


{dines on the back of the note 
prior to introducing the notes 
in evidence. This motion was 
also denied. 

At the instant trial, the trial 
court set aside the verdicts of no 
cause of action against the 9 
endorsers rendered by the jury 
and directed that a judgment 
be entered in favor of the plain- 
tiff and against the endorsers. 
The court in its opinion stated: 

“A fair weighing of the evi- 
dence indubitably supports the 
conciusion that the “8” type- 
written lines existed before 
and were not produced after 
the several endorsements, 
furthermore, all denial of 
that evidence is limited solely 
to the testimony of the en- 
dorsing defendants (who ap- 
peared) and is otherwise un- 
supported. 
“No contradicting expert evi- 
dence is proffered... 
“Although a jury might right- 
fully weigh the credibility of 
expert testimony and is not 
bound to accept its conclusive- 
ness, the jury in this case, 
where, as here, the evidence 
was clear and demonstrative of 
correctness was not privileg- 
ed to disregard it. The eviden- 
tial weight of qualified expert 
knowledge was not credibly 
disputed and every plausible 
conclusion sustained the opin- 
ion expressed. 


“In view of the foregoing con- 
clusion that the jury verdicts 
of “no cause’ should be set 
aside, it of necessity follows 
that the “law of the case’’ is 
thereby established, to wit, 
that the record proof contains 
no probable doubt under which 
reasonable men deliberating 
upon the proof, inclusive of 
all logical inferences deduc- 
ible therefrom, in good faith, 
could differ in reaching de- 
termination that the several 

endorsing defendants are li- 

able to the plaintiff under the 

cause pleaded.” 

The first issue raised is wheth- 
er, under any theory, the judg- 
ment entered by the trial court 
for the plaintiff may be upheld 
on appeal. It should first be 
noted that unlike the federal 
practice (Rule 50b) our rules 
make no provision for entry of 
judgment by the trial court not- 
withstanding the verdict of the 
jury. Mazzietelle v. Belleville 
Nutley Buick Co., 46 N. J. Super. 
410 (1957); Clapp, Federal Rules 
and New Jersey Practice, 16 
F. R. D. 39, 65 (1954); cf. Mort- 
gage Corp. of N. J. v. Aetna Cas. 


& Surety Co. 19 N. J. 30, 41 
(1955). Cf. Proposed amendment 
R. R. 4:51-2, Supreme Court 


Rules Committee Report, 81 N. J. 
L. J. 153, 160 (1958). The trial 
court, by entering such judg- 
ment, clearly exceeded the cor- 
rective powers over the jury’s 
verdict granted it by the Rules 
of Court. Under the present 
practice in this State, the limit 
of the trial court’s power after 
rendition of the jury’s verdict is 
to set the verdict aside and or- 
der a new trial. R. R. 4:61. While 
the corrective power of entering 
judgment cannot be exercised 
by the trial court, the appellate 


court may, where motion for 
judgment was erroneously de- 
nied below, in its discretion, 


enter the appropriate judgment. 
Mortgage Corp. of N. J. v. Aetna 
Cas. & Surety Co., supra. See 
also Rospond v. Decker, 109 N. J. 
L. 458 (E. & A. 1932); George 
Siegler Co. v. Norton, 8 N. J. 374 
(1952); Jaroszewski v. Central 
Railroad Co., New Jersey 9 N. J. 
231 (1952,; Miller v. Board of 
Chosen Freeholders of Hudson 
County, 10 N. J. 398 (1952); Sch- 
nitzer, Civil Practice and Pro- 
cedure, 8 Rutgers L. Rev. 272, 
287 (1953); Schnitzer, Civil Prac- 
tice and Procedure, 11 Rutgers L. 
Rev. 363, 376 (1956). 

Thus, we are led to the ques- 
tion of whether the trial court 
should, upon plaintiff’s motion 


directed a verdict in its favor. 
The standard for determining 
when a motion for judgment 
should be granted at the close 
of the proofs in a jury case may 
be stated as follows: Where the 
judge, by the application of the 
reasoning processes of the mind 
to the evidence adduced in the 
case, may properly conclude that 
fair minded men cannot honest- 
ly differ as to the conclusions to 
be drawn from the proofs, the 
motion for judgment should be 
granted. O’Donnell v. Asplundh 
Tree Expert Co., 13 N. J. 319, 328 
(1953); Gentile v. Public Service 
Coordinated Transport, 12 N. J. 
Super. 45, 50 (App. Div. 1951); 5 
Moore, Federal Practice, $ 50.02 
(1) p. 2314 (2nd ed. 1951); cf. 
Ferdinand v. Agricultural Ins 
Co. of Watertown, N. Y., 22 N. J. 
428 (1956). See also Blume, Origin 
and Development of the Directed 


Verdict, 55 Mich. L. Rev. 555 
(1956). 
Where the opponent of the 


motion for judgment has intro- 
duced substantial competent 
evidence “the trial court can- 
not weigh the evidence but must 
accept as true all evidence which 
supports the view of the party 
against whom the motion is 
made and must give him the 
benefit or all legitimate infer- 
ences which are to be drawn 
therefrom in his favor.’ Melone 
v. Jersey Central Power & Light 


| Co., 18 N. J. 163 at 170 (1955). 


A recent federal decision has 
stated the standard in a differ- 
ent fashion but the result is the 
same: Burcham vy. J. P. Stevens 
& Co., Inc., 209 F. 2d 35 (4th Cir. 
1954), in which the court states 
the test as follows: 

“Where there is a determina- 
tive fact in a case which is 
either admitted or established 
by evidence so conclusive that 
‘reasonable men could enter- 
tain no doubt with regard to 
it, the court should, of course, 
direct a verdict as a matter of 
law.” 

The determinative facts in the 
instant case, i. e., whether the 
8 typewritten lines were on the 
note at the time the endorsers 
signed and, if not, whether the 
parties understood that a con- 
dition precedent to liability on 
the note would be the extension 
of a new line of credit by the 
plaintiff to Ford, were vigor- 
ously disputed. 

The plaintiff contends, how- 
ever, that the evidence adduced 
on its behalf is conclusive and 
that therefore it was entitled to 
a verdict in its favor at the close 
of the proofs. It alleges that the 
notes are demonstrative evi- 
dence, apparent to the “naked 
eye”, of the physical fact that 
the 8 typewritten lines appeared 
thereon at the time the defend- 
ants endorsed them and further 
that the demonstrative evidence 
renders the defendants’ denial 
“inherently improbable or. . 
inconsistent with the common 
principles by which mankind is 
naturally governed.” Fitzpatrick 
v. Merchants & Manufacturers 
&c., Co., 122 N. J. L. 468, 472 (E. 
& A. 1939). The contention is 
that “credibility of witnesses and 
the weight to be given the evi- 
dence is not involved as it would 
be were it not for the physical 
facts and demonstrative evidence 
present” and that “if a physical 
fact conclusively establishes 
that a defense is ill-founded 
and has no basis in fact or rea- 
son, regardless of a _person’s 
testimony, the matter is for the 
court and not the jury.” 

In our view the plaintiff’s 
autoptic proference does not, in 
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and of itself, establish the physi- 
cal fact contended for. The un- 
tutored observer need not neces- 
sarily (indeed, probably cannot) 
by examining the notes with 
the “naked eye” conclude that 
the questioned typewriting was 
on the notes at the time the en- 
dorsers signed. Rather, any con- 
clusive weight to be given the 
autoptic proference must rest 
upon an examination of 
original notes (and enlargements 
thereof submitted at the tria]) 
in light of the conclusions of the 
questioned documents experts, 
The experts based their concly- 
sions upon the “plate” tests 
indicating proper alignment, : 
fact that such alignment of the 
typewritten letters would be ex- 


he 





ne 








tremely difficult to achieve if 
the notes were later reinserted 
into the typewriter, and the 
further fact that the impres 


sions made upon the typ 
ten letters on the back of 








note by checkwriter stamping 
indicate that the typewriting 
was put on before the check 
was inserted in the checkwriting 
machine. The ultimate conclu- 
sion concerning 


the alteration 
is not evidenced by the notes 
themselves, but by the 





(and enlargements _ thereof 
viewed in the light of the ex 
perts’ opinion. 


The credibility of the expert's 
conclusions is essential to the 
plaintiff's view of this case. And 
it is elementary that the credi- 
bility of expert testimony 
within the province of the jury 
See e. g., State v. Cerciello, 8 
N. J. L. 309, 314 (E. & A. 1914): 5 
Moore, Supra, p. 2315. Cf. Fer- 
dinand v. Agricultural Ins. Co. of 
Watertown, N. Y., supra. 

For the foregoing reasons the 
refusal of the trial court 
ter a judgment in the plain 
favor at the conclusion of 
proofs was proper. But even 
though the trial court was 
rect in denying the plai 
motion for judgment at tl 
of the case, the court wa 
fied in setting aside th 
verdict as contrary to the weight 
of the evidence. 

A verdict may properly be 
aside as contrary to the it 
of the evidence, even though the 
state of the evidence w 
justify the direction of 
at the close of the proofs. 
Moore, supra, $ 50.03: 9 Wigm 
$ 2495, p. 298 (3rd ed. 1940). The 
difference between the applit- 
able standards controlli 
two forms of corrective i is 
set forth by Judge Lurton in Mt 
Adams & E. P. Inclined R. Co. ¥. 
Lowery, 74 F. 463, 476 (6th Cz 


in 

















Adams v. United States, 116 F 


2d 199 (7th Cir. 1940): 
“.. there is a difference be 
tween the legal discretion 0 
the court to set aside a verdict 
as against the weight of ev- 
dence, and that obligato 
which the court 
draw a case from the Jury 
direct a verdict for insulv § 
ciency of evidence. In the /a* 
ter case it must be 
ficient in fact as to be in 
ficient in law; in e 
case it is merely i 
in fact, and it may 
insufficient in law, oF 


‘ 
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Decision of Interest 


(Continued from page 6) 





have more weight, and not 
enough to justify the court, in 
exercising the control which 
the law gives it to prevent un- 
st verdicts, to allot w a verdict 
stand. We do not think, 
erefore, ‘that it is a proper 
test Of whether the court 
aould direct a verdict, that 
the court, on weighing the 
evidence, would, upon motion, 


] 
+ 


us 
9) 
the 
Lic 


grant a new trial. A judge 
might, under some circum- 
stances, grant one new trial 


and refuse a second, or grant 
a second and ali a third. 
In passing upon such motions 
he necessarily required to 





the evidence, that he 
y determine whether th 
veneer was one which might 


easonably have been reached. 





nae it, in passing upon a m 1otion 
to direct a verdict, his 

tions are altogether 

In latter case 





he cannot properly 
sigh the evidence 
y is to take res 
the evidence most fav 
} against w 


party 

















to direct a verdict, and 

n that evidence, and the 
rences reasonably and 
ifiably to be drawn there- 
n, determine whether o 
under the law, a : 


+1 


for the 





be found 
the onus.” 


motion for a new trial 
judge must weigh the 
and if it <a so over- 
gz on one Side “‘as to givé 
the nae ae tie conclu- 
mistake, passion, prej- 





udi partiality, it cannot 
rve to support the judgment.” 





10 


one v. Weber, 7 N. J. 201, 210 

1951). See also Annichiarico v. 

Mobilite, Inc., 19 N. J. Super. 492 
1952). 


App. Div. 

he uncontradicted 
vy, although not 
g with all of the 
circumstances 
ustified the trial 
in setting aside the 
on the ground that it 
to the weight of 

























was 


the 


limit ¢ the 
aaitlit J iit 


is no set 


f retrials which may be 
decision rests in the 
1d reasoned discretion 


e trial court. Mead v. Wiley 
Methediat Episcopal Church, 23 
N 3.81 uper. 342 (App. Div. 1952) 


supra, 8 Rutgers L. 


I iff contends that 
1 court erred in denying 
for a non-jury trial 
iment further is that 
jury should not have 
in the first instance 
of the court below 

measured by the 
applicable where the 
trier of the fact. Plain- 
that a finding by the 
that the verdict is 
to the weight of the 
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evidence must a fortiori include 
a finding that the preponder- 
ance of the evidence rests with 
the plaintiff, thus rendering the 
action harmless 


trial court’s 


error. 


We are without jurisdiction to 
decide the question. Plaintiff’s 
is predicated upon the 
that the trial court erron- 
motion for a 


theory 
fact 
eously denied its 
non-jury trial. The plaintiff 
not cross-appealed from 
judgment below and 
held that a party, 
attack the actions below 
were adverse to him, 
sue a cross-appeal. 
& Trust Co. v. Plews, 6 N. 
45 (1950); R. R. 1:2-6. For 
foregoing reason a new 
necessary. 

We proceed to dispose of 
question of whether at 
trial the plaintiff may 

i ight that it be a non-.j 
The defendants assert t 

the plaintiff waived 
to a non-jury trial in 
trial, he cannot, on a 
of the cause, assert 

citing Lerner v. 
11 N. J. Misc. 99 
1933); Friedman v. 
13 N. J. Misc. 601 (Sup. 
which hold that a li 





mott, (Sup. 








in order 
which 
must pur- 
Liberty Title 
J. 


has 
the 


we have 


to 


28, 
the 


trial is 


the 


the new 
reassert 


ury 
hat 
his 
the 
re- 


that 
McDer- 


Ct. 


Steinhauser, 
Ct. 1935) 
tigant’s fail- 


ure to make a timely demand for 
trial by jury bars his right “not 
merely for the first trial, but for 
all steps taken in the litigation 
up to final judgment, including 
subsequent trials, if any.” cf. R. 
S. 4:39-1. The federal practice 
is apparently in accord with 
these decisions, see 5 Moore, 


supra, 342, but cf. Burnham v. 





North Chicago St. Ry. Co., 88 
Fed. 627 (7th Cir. 1898): North- 
ern Pac. Ry Co. v. Van Dusen 
Harrington Co., 34 F. 2d 1786 
(D. C. Minn. 1929). But the 
wel of authority is contra. 
See Bliss v. California Co-oper- 
ative Producers, 112 Cal. App 
507, 247 P. 2d 85 (1952): Nedrow 


70 
owa 1 1955 * 
isc. 661, 
t Dist. 1941); 
5 111: Annot. 
(1935). 
> above cited 
with procedural waivers 
the | const itutional right 
j iry. The instant case 
“dist inguishable since 
are concerned with the plaint 


correlative right 


N. W. 2d 843 (Sup. 





106 A. L. 












er by the defendants. 

Where a new trial has 
granted “the case stands as 
there had never been a tri 


be 


. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line 


Ct. 


Lefkowitz v. Resnick, 
92 N. Y. S. 2d 441 
50 C. J. S., Juries, 


R. 


authorities 


of 


to trial 


is 
we 






f ’s 


to a non- jury 
arising from a contractual 


en 
if 


al; the 


court has the same power with 


reference to matters 
h the trial of the case as 
had before the first trial 
had, and it is the duty of 
court 
instance. The new trial is had 






connected 


it 


was 
the 
to proceed as in the first 


as 


if there had never been a pre- 


vious one.” 


Kimble v. Degenring, 


116 N. J. L. 602, 603-604 (Sup. Ct. 





1936). See also Miller v. Linde, 
33 N. J. Super. 41 (App. Div. 
1954): cf. R. R. 4:39-1. New claims 
and defenses may be asserted in 
the subsequent trial. Bathke v. 
Traverse City, 308 Mich. 1, 13 
N. W. 2d 184 (1944); Ritzheimer 


v. Marshall, 168 S. W. 2d 159, 166 


(Mo. 
Jur., New Trial, § 
New Trial § 230. 

Plaintiff’s cont 
jury trial 


Ct. of App. 1943), 


218; 66 C. J. 


ractual right 


a non- is 


39 Am. 


S., 


to 


an affirma- 


tive right which may be asserted 
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trial by jury in an appropriate | 
case is rarely inadvertent, where- | 
ire to assert a con-| 








as the fai 
tractual right 
trial may well 
an oversight 

asserted in 
There is no 
the contracti 


to a non-jury 
be the result of 
by counsel as is 
the present case. 
sound reason why 
right cannot on 


UaL 


the subsequent retrial of the 
instant cause be asserted as a 
defense to a demand for a jury 
trial. 

The plaintiff further contends 
that the defendants’ proofs did 
not establish a principal-agency 





relationship between the plain- 
tiff and Freeman. It asserts that 
Freeman an agent with 
authority ess Signatures 
only” and s such, Free- 
man was a mere automaton, 


similar to an agent for collection 


or delivery.’ 


The plaintiff argues that Free- 
man was a special agent whose 
sole function was limited to 
witnessing tl ignatures and 
that third dealing with 


a special agent > bound by the 
doctrine of caveat emptor to 
make inquirie f the principal. 
See Scherer v. Post Office Build- 





ing and Loan Association (E. & 
A. 1917):Markovitz v. Berg, 125 
N. J. Eq. 56 (Ch. 1939) aff’d 127 
N. J. Eq. 90 (E. & A. 1940). 

Moreover, it asserted that 
Schwartz knew thing of the 
subsequent nent to ex- 
ecute a series of 10 notes and 
hence cannot bound by any 
representatior f Freeman as 
to the purpose of the endorse- 
nents. 


lating to Free- 
is sparse. 


The eviden 
man’s actual ¢ 


















Ford testified as follows: 
“Q. And ha rrangements 
were made for the execution 
of these notes? A. Mr. Freeman 
was going to ympany me, 
inasmuch he is also a no- 
tary publi secure the 
signatures of the ten guaran- 
tors and witness the signatures 
of them signed the 
notes.” 
Thus, the jury 
cluded that F 
than a “traveling a 
that he was t ussist Ford in 
securing the signatures. Even if 
Freeman is considered a “special 
agent” (a term ¥ is disting- 
uished from a general agent 
only in degree ee Mechem, 
Outlines of Ag 26 (3rd ‘ 
1923)) it would that if, i 
order to secure pier 
signature he was required to an- 
swer a question ncerning why 
the note was given, his response 
would be within |! general 
powers. See Seavey, Studies in 
Agency 94 1949 Moreover, 
since the plaintiff seek ; the ad- 
vantage of the endorsement so 
procured, he canr be heard to 
complain of the misrepresenta- 
tions. See Re atement, Agency 
259 (1933) McLeod v. Ajax 
Distributing Co., 22 N. J. Super. 








121, 127 (App Div 1952) 

Lastly, the plaintiff contends 
that the 8 lines do not constitute 
a material alteration within the 
intendment of the Negotiable 
Instruments Law, R. S. 7:2-125. 
“It is plaintiff's position that 
when each end signed at 


- nf 
ol 


each note, 





the top of the b 
i. e., the first ement, he 
then and meet became a general 
endorser and liable as such, re- 
gardless of the maining por- 
tions of the note, Ww over else 
may have been writ following 
the first endorser or the 
number of endorse s there- 
on. The legal oblig yn of each 
of the defendants henna fixed 
as of the moment of their en- 

















dorsement, and typewritten 
portion, which d ndants allege 
was added, does add to or 
take away in any manner the 
legal efficacy of eir endorse- 
ment. Their second endorsement 
is merely duplicitous and sur- 


plusage. Legally it does not mean 
a thing.” This argument is with- 
out merit. An endorsement need 
not be on any particular part 
of the instrument, R. S. 7:2-31, 


Legal Secretaries To 
Install Officers 


The Fourth Installation Supper 
of the Passaic-Bergen Chapter of 
the National Association of Legal 
Secretaries will be held at the Red 
Lion Inn, Hackensack, on Sep- 
tember 10th, 1958. Albert W. 
Kreamer, President of the Passaic 
County Bar Association will be in- 
stalling officer. Mrs. Selma Schae- 
fer is chairman of the Installa- 
tion. 

The following officers will be 
installed: 

Mrs. Anne Madison, Hon. Presi- 

dent 

Mrs. Rosalind Liechenstein, 

President 

Mrs. Anne Reinhardt, Vice Pres- 

ident 

Miss Irene Gallik, Vice President 

Miss Jennie Kuiken, Vice Presi- 

dent 

Miss Rita Faber, Rec. Sec. 

Miss Pauline Kozielski, 

Sec. 

Miss Sandra Miller, Treasurer 

Miss Jesse Severino is reserva- 
tion chairman. Reservations may 
be made with her at 96 Ann St., 
Passaic. Pres. 9-7165. 


Cores. 








as the intention is to 
endorse the entire instrument, 
R. S. 7:2-32. And the intention 
of the parties to a negotiable 
instrument must be garnered 
from the “eight corners” there- 
of, no particular part is to be 
preferred. See Farmer’s Bank v. 
Ewing, 78 Ky 264, 39 Am. Rep. 
231 (1880); 10 C. J. S., Bills and 
Notes, § 42(b). The endorsers 
placed their two signatures on 
the note as part of one transac- 


so long 


tion. It cannot be said that the 
first signature at the top was a 
general endorsement and that 
the second signature at the bot- 
tom was not intended to have 
any effect. The fact that the 
second signature was below the 


Schedule of Payments indicated 
that the parties intended it to 
have legal effect. 

f there was in fact a 
quent alteration, there 
no question that it materially 
altered the rights of the parties. 
The effect of the 8 lines reciting 
the consideration was to pro- 
hibit the defendants from show- 
ing a contrary parol agreement, 
a right which they would other- 
wise have under the Negotiable 
Instruments Law. The plaintiff 
was not a holder in due course. 
Thus, the endorsers under R. S. 
7:2-16 might show a parole 
agreement that the delivery was 
conditional upon the extension 
of a new line of credit, or what 
amounts to the same thing, 
under R. S. 7:2-58, that there 
was a failure of an agreed upon 
consideration. 

The judgment appealed from 
is reversed. For the reasons ad- 
vanced in this opinion the order 
setting aside the jury’s verdict 
is affirmed and the cause shall 
be remanded for a new trial 
without a jury unless plaintiff 


subse- 
can be 


| Police Officer Fired For 
| Refusal To Take Lie 
Detector Test 


CONTRA COSTA, Calif. (AC- 
CN)—The First District Court 
of Appeal sitting here recently 
affirmed the dismissal of a police 
officer for his refusal to take a 
lie detector test. 

The ruling came in McCain v. 
Sheridan, 160 ACA 190. 

A shortage had appeared in 
the funds of a division of the 
police department in which 
plaintiff was employed as an of- 
ficer. There were 17 employees 


‘all together in that division. 


Some of the employees includ- 
ing plaintiff signed a petition 
that they all be subjected to a 
lie detector test. 

The petition was granted, and 
the tests were ordered taken. 

However, plaintiff, after start- 
ing, refused to complete his lie 
detector test. 

He was discharged and brought 
a mandamus proceeding to com- 
pel his reinstatement. 

The writ was denied, 
denial was affirmed by 
per court. 

The Appellate Court 
that although the results of 
such tests are inadmissible in 
evidence on a trial, and a sus- 
pect’s willingness or unwilling- 
ness to take such a test is inad- 
missible at trial, a member of 
the police force must be above 
suspicion of the violation of the 
laws he is sworn to enforce. 

Further, a police officer’s ten- 
ure of office may be terminated 
for derelictions far less serious 
than violations of statutes gov- 
erning citizens generally, the 
reviewing court continued. 

Additionally, while plaintiff’s 
refusal to obey the order to take 
the test cannot be held as evi- 
dence of his guilt or of his 
knowledge of the identity of the 
guilty party, the order that he 
complete the test was not un- 
easonable because such tests 
are recognized as having some 
probative value and are an aid to 
investigation, although ad- 
missible 


and the 
the up- 


stated 


not 


evidence. 


in 
in 
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Variety of Entertainment 


Members of the organized Bar 
in Southern California are hard 
at work on plans and prepara- 
tions for the entertainment of 
all attorneys attending the 
American Bar Association’s 
Eighty-first Annual Meeting in 
Los Angeles next month. Ar- 
rangements are by no means 
complete, but here is a little 
advance information as to some 
of the things in store. 

In accordance with a growing 
tradition, and in the belief that 
the best way to start a meeting 
together is to worship together, 
special religious services will be 
hela in a number of Catholic, 
Jewish and Protestant houses of 
worship on Sunday morning, 
August 24. 

The spacious lawn of the Am- 
bassador Hotel will be the scene 
of the annual President’s Re- 
ception, on Sunday afternoon 
from 4:30 to 6:30. This informal : 
party. will afford an _  oppor- 
tunity to greet President Rhyne 
and the distinguished guests 
attending the meeting and also 
to make early contact with other 
friends from various parts of the 
country. 

The first session of the As- 
sembly will be on Monday morn- 
ing (August 25). On Monday 
afternoon the trustees of the 
Huntington Library will present 
a tea and open house at that 
institution in San Marino. There 
one may see on permanent dis- 
play the priceless collections of 
rare books, manuscripts, paint- 
ings, porcelains and other art 
objects that were carefully as- 
sembled by Henry E. Huntington 
and left by him on his death in 
trust for public benefit. Gains- 
borough’s “The Blue Boy” and 
“Pinkie”, by Lawrence, = are 
among the exhibits. Although 
upwards of one thousand people 
can be accommodated, attendance 
will necessarily be somewhat 
limited and will accordingly be 
by ticket procured at the enter- 
tainment desk at the headquart- 
ers hotel. 

The Los Angeles Dodgers will 
meet Cincinnati on Monday and 
Tuesday nights, August 25 and 
26. The games will be played in 
the Los Angeles Memorial Coli- 
seum. Good seats will be obtain- 
able at the entertainment desk. 

Special arrangements are be- 
ing made with airplane factories 
and television studios for a ser- 
ies of personally conducted tours 
of their respective facilities by 
limited numbers of guests at the 
meeting. These visits will prob- 
ably be scheduled for Tuesday, 
Thursday and Friday (August 
26, 28 and 29). Bus transporta- 
tion will be furnished and reser- 
vations will received at 
the headquarters entertainment 
desk. 
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On Tuesday, August 26, the 
ladies will enjoy a luncheon and 
fashion show at the Interna- 
tional Ballroom of The Beverly 
Hilton. The California Apparel 


Creators Guild is co-operating 
in the presentation of a pre- 
view of the latest in women’s 


wearing apparel, from bathing 
suits to evening gowns. Round- 
trip bus transportation from 
the downtown hotels will be 
furnished. 

Wednesday afternoon and 
evening (August 27) have been 
set aside for visits to Disneyland. 
Buses will begin leaving down- 
town Los Angeles at about two 
o’clock for the one hour’s drive 
to Disneyland. Passengers will 
alight at the entrance to Holi- 
dayland, which has been re- 
served exclusively for American 
Bar Association use during the 
day. The guests may then go at 
will through a special gate that 
leads directly into Frontierland 
and catch the early day train 
around the perimeter of Dis- 
neyland or start with the 
next trip on the Mississippi 
steamer, the Mark Twain. Holi- 
dayland headquarters will be 
established at Disneyland where 
the guests may rest under the 
trees or at the beer garden, 
where appropriate refreshments 
will be served. As evening ap- 
proaches there will be localized 
items of entertainment that will 
be presented in various parts of 
the area. A Spanish barbecue 
dinner will be served, to be fol- 
lowed, at about 8:30 by a special 
program of high caliber enter- 


tainment presented from the 
stage of the large tent. 

Southern California music 
lovers are very proud of the 


“Symphonies Under the Stars” 
presented each summer season 
by the Hollywood Bowl or- 
chestra, with its world-renowned 
guest conductors and _ soloists. 
On Saturday, August 23, there 
will be a “pops” concert con- 
ducted by Carmen Dragon and 
featuring singers and dancers of 
the Spanish music that has been 
such a large part of California’s 
cultural background. On Tues- 
day, August 26, Eugene Ormandy 
will conduct the Hollywood Bowl 
Symphony Orchestra, and on 
Friday, August 29, Nat King 
Cole and the orchestra will be 
featured. 

Those who bring their golf 
clubs will have a chance to use 
them. A number of country 
clubs have invited visiting attor- 
neys. 

Throughout the period of the 
Annual Meeting, there will be 
made available tickets for reg- 
ularly scheduled daily tours to 
various points of interest. These 
tours include Forest Lawn, with 
its famous painting of “The 
Crucifixion” and the beautiful 
stained glass replica of da Vinci’s 
“The Last Supper”; the Los An- 
geles Planetarium; selected mo- 
tion picture studios; and Marine- 
land, with its tremendous single 
tank aquarium featuring a train- 
ed whale and a “‘team” of por- 
poises that actually play a recog- 
nizable combination of water 
polo and basketball. 


Announcement 


All-State Office Supply Co. announces 
the unique new UNICORP. See back 
page of this issue for complete details. 
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'*Scores As Unusual Bar 
Community Service 


The Bar Association of Nas- 
sau County in suburban New 
York has come up with a com- 
munity relations project which 
is adaptable by other bar or- 
ganizations throughout the na- 
tion. Called “Tribute to Teen- 
Agers,” it was designed to pub- 
licly “emphasize juvenile decency 
as an antidote to juvenile de- 
linquency.” It succeeded in dra- 
matic fashion. 

The plan was conceived and 
carried out by a newly created 
committee of the Nassau Bar 
called the Community Relations 
Committee, under the chairman- 
ship of a woman lawyer, Eliza- 
beth Bass Golding, of Hemp- 
stead, N. Y. Its basic aim was to 
encourage students cf the coun- 
ty’s 60 public and parochial high 
schools to consider seriously the 
advantages of respect for law, 
thus to counteract the widely 
publicized instances of delin- 
quency among a small minority 
(18 per cent) of teen-agers. 
School boards and high school 
principals cooperated enthusi- 
astically. So did the press, radio 
and television. 

These were the highlights of 
the program which began in 
March and concluded with a 
public ceremony on June 16: 

A county-wide essay contest 

among the area’s senior pub- 

lic and parochial high schools 

(10th, 

on the subject: “Why I Want 

to Live Within the Law.” 

Each high school principal 


was supplied with a packet of | 


descriptive materials and bib- 
liography to assist students in 
preparing their 500 to 1,000 
word essays. 

The contest was spearheaded 
by having members of the Bar 
Association deliver “Tribute 
Teen-Agers” talks before 

school assemblies. 

Publicized the project by an- 

nouncing it at a special press 

conference held at 
ciation headquarters. 

The five-week contest was a 
marked success. Forty-five of 
the 53 public high schools and 
three of the seven parochial 
schools participated in the pro- 
gram, submitting a total of 7,500 
essays. 

A national magazine with a 
circulation of 16 million readers 
has appointed a special staff of 
writers and scientists to evaluate 
the “Tribute to Teen-Agers” pro- 
ject and to analyze the essays to 
ascertain the attitude of typical 
teen-agers toward the law. 

Each of the 48 high school 
essay winners was_ presented 
with a gold-bronze Bar Associa- 
tion medal and the three top 
essay Winners in the county were 
presented awards of $100, $50, 
and $25 in U. S. Savings Bonds 
by ABA President Charles S. 
Rhyne at public ceremony 
concluding program. 

A distinguished committee of 
judges including two college 
presidents, a New York Supreme 
Court Justice, and two news- 
paper publishers selected the 
county-wide essay winners. Thus, 
the final judging was narrowed 
to 48 essays, the winners in that 
number of participating schools. 

In its report on the project, 
the Committee said in part: 

“The Community Relations 
Committee has received numer- 
ous complimentary statements 
from educators, judges, clergy- 
men, social workers, lawyers, 
youth organizations and the 
public at large. What was most 
gratifying were the sentiments 
expressed by the appreciative 
law-abiding teen-agers. Many 
students remarked that this 
was the first time that a pro- 
fessional group, other than tea- 
chers, had taken an active in- 
terest in teen-agers.” 


to 
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the 
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llth and 12th grades) | 


| thinking 
Bar Asso- | 





Los Angeles Annual Meeting Will Provide - ‘Tribute To Teen-Agers' Doubts Value of Fixing National Air Space Limits 


U. N. Lawyer Enters 
Sovereignty Debate 


NEW YORK (ACCN)—A Unit- 
ed Nations lawyer has warned 
that although national security 
will properly continue to be a 
major concern of national gov- 
ernments in the new space age, 
recent proposals to set a fixed 
height as a limit to each na- 


tion’s sovereignty may not be 
the answer. 
Oscar Schachter, head of the 


U. N.’s general legal division ex- 
presses this view in an article 
in the current issue of the Bar 
Bulletin, a monthly publication 
of the New York County Lawyers 
Assn. 

The article covers Schachter’s 
remarks a seminar on “The 
Law of Outer Space,” staged by 
the NYCLA and the Bronx Coun- 
ty Bar Assn. in the Assembly 
hall of the U. N. as part of the 
recent Law Day-USA observance 
May 1. 

Schachter was 
noted speakers 
program, which 
inaugurate the 
anniversary year. 

The others were Krishna Rao, 
legal adviser of the Indian del- 
egation to the U. N.; and Dr. 
Jose Rolz Bennett, permanent 
representative to the U. N. from 
Guatemala and former dean of 
the Law School of Guatemala. 

Rao told the Law Day audience 
that the question of sovereignty 
of outer space, or of the extent 
of national jurisdiction of a 


In 


one of three 
on the public 
also served to 
NYCLA’s 50th 


| state over space above the sur- 


face of the earth “is of less im- 

portance than the problem of 

human survival.” 
“Consequently,” Rao said, “‘it 


|seems to me that if we have to 
| survive, we must have world co- 


controlling the ac- 
any 


operation in 
tivities in outer space by 
nation.” 

Recalling the ineffectiveness 
of attempts at definitions of dif- 
ficult terms, Rao said: “I am 
particularly of that 
term ‘aggression,’ the definition 


of which has eluded so many 
international lawyers for 
decades. 

“Let us not therefore waste 


too much time in discovering a 
definition of ‘national jurisdic- 
tion’ in outer space. Let us think 
of a practical way [of exercising 
effective control] regardless of 
the test of sovereignty. After all, 
we all Know about the meaning 
of the expression, ‘Possession is 
nine points of the law.’”’ 

Consequently, he said, the task 
of control should be undertaken 
by an organization in which all 
countries are obliged to become 
members. 

Quoting India’s Prime Minister 
Nehru, Rao said that with re- 
sources in man’s possession 
“Which can destroy the world,” 
the question arises: “‘are we to 
go on thinking in terms of petty 
power conflicts, in view of these 
forces? [if so] it would mean 
that man is much too small to 
even think about it.’” 

Schachter, discussing recent 
debates over how far into the 
air a nation’s sovereignty ex- 
tends, declared that there is a 
“reasonably broad consensus of 
expert opinion that the territor- 
ial ‘air space’... does not extend 
outside the limit of the atmos- 
phere contributing to the life or 
support of aircraft.” 

On the other hand, he contin- 
ued, “there is at the present time 
at least a tacit understanding 
that peaceful scientific research 
in outer space may be carried 
on by any state without requir- 


ing the consent of other states 


or infringing their sovereign 
rights.” 
“If this issue should now be 


referred to a conference of 4]] 
states,” Schachter contends 
“may not one anticipate 
some at least would press 
far-reaching extensions of soy- 
ereignty into space out of an 
abundance of caution dictated by 
hypothetical and perhaps specy- 
lative security 
Recent experience has suggest 
that this is far from theoretica! 

Pointing out that national de- 
fense requirements “must be ac- 
corded due recognition in an; 
legal regime for outer space 
Schachter declared, however 
that “it is not at all clear tha: 
the mere upward extension o 
sovereignty is a necessary 62 
sonably effective means of in- 
creasing security.” 

“Only future developments in 
this area can indicate what pro- 
tective measures may be required 
and justified to meet accua! 
rather than hypothetical, dan- 
gers from outer space,” he de- 
clared. 

He said efforts to 
on the upper boundaries of na 












tional air spaces ‘could 
in decisions which would unrea- 
sonably restrict and impede 
scientific research in uter 
} space.” 

‘“‘Moreover,” he added a 


international lawyers are 
aware, positions which are t 
by governments in general t 
and placed on record may ‘end 





to block the working-out of ad- 
justments on a _  case-to-casé 
basis when actual proble d 
arise. 

“These considerations strongly 


the 





suggest 
better 
haste s i 
the precise limits of the ‘erri- 


torial air space, 





tor 

nent of future development 
only in technology but 
spect of international I 
tion as well,” Schachter 


tended. 








New Developments In 
Legal Aid 


New developments in legal alc 
include: Hartford, C h 
arranged to set 

1 aid office s 


yers, re 
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ere LUNI TIES a wees : = i a. oe S a mur aw Div FOLEY. JR Surrogate of me 
He 5 mpt organization engages to Take Notice, igned will] sion) Cour ear Yew aeaaat tal ty 
ny Rid ia: The family intended in s ig Ak Ry opi ry the Morris rt, at the| the 11th day of ions M 10:90 | he oadeauainee, Memeeinas an oven deceased 
ith to join together as os a contestant on a quiz ey ras Rr 3 6 hate a. rs M for a judgn nt authorizing them to notice !« hereby given to the creditors of 
he proceeds of which are 7a gt aoe . assur ne the names of FRE DE R ti K BERT «aid deceased. to exbibit to the subseriber 
1 the conduct of the ; ion MARLEE VERONICA POS | LAMPO. SARA CAMPO. ROBERT FRED- onder oath or affirmation. thelr cletme end 
d the income from t go to the organization, the see ae epee rae VE ERICK CA sgt — JOAN MARY CAMPO. demands acainet the estate of sald deceased, 
om As 4 a : ‘in hi im I ™ { I Fred rick Bert Campopiat wit! in six months from this date, or they 
Was earned by the #mount ol money won Dy lm MARLEE VERONICA 6: hata ‘ara Campopiano vil’ be forever barred from prosecuting or 
Be eis & wt hi ea . intant Oy | Robert Frederick Can ~wevering the seme axgainat the enhacriber. 
and not Solely by constitutes ross income to him po ones : vas" areal eee «Ad oe Mary Campopia SARAH LIEBOWITZ 
feffley, Sr.. TCM 1957- and not to the exempt organiza- 1474 Route 2: : oye ne Racha cEne } LASKY. Attorney 
ae Wayne om = | Montel N N, a re. 
nN LJ —Ju ‘iy 17, 24, 31, Aug. 7 $10.08! L.J.—July 17, 24, 31, Aug. 7 $11.97 1 Juiv 17. 24 pe ey 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES : . LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
| — is 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY | CERTIFICATE OF RETIREMENT OF ° STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE SHARES OF COMMON STOCK AND DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE _ DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION REDUCTION OF SURPLUS CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERLIFICATE UF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come OF To all to whom these presents may come, |To all to whom these presents may come, To all to whom these presents may come 
Greeting ei s 2 KRUEGER BEVERAGE COMPANY Greeting re nts ; aia vumnkas. a“ ‘s i 4 
-HEREAS " The locatic f the principal office in this WHER it AS, It appears to my satisfaction, LEAS, It appears to my satisfaction, § appears to my satisfaction 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, a€ ation 0 € principa ice 8 pL wy daly autheadienien aeeah UF tax a by duly authenticated record of the procen o 






State is 249 Johnson Avenue, City of New- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ark, County of Essex and State of New ings f the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof {ings for the voluntary dissolution theraog 

consent of all the stock- | by the unanimous consent of all the stock-| by the unanimous consent of all the stocg 
my office that holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office that 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | Jersey. t 











olde 1 7 , The name of the agent therein and in 4 F ice 
we rs LG R aM vos err Sosow pal ANY charge thereof, upon whom process against CORPORATION W & 8S INC. Pa TOTOWA DRIVE IN CORP. 
‘ n of this State, whose principal | this Seen may be served, is Hugo} Sis whose a ae rporatior this State, i I ‘Se of thi 8 —— Miu hose 
0 , on Boe pple ) Stree otice is 8s ik fic ) ulberry 
at No. 1180 Ré tymond Boule- | ep] C OF Hi set egestas ra ‘ . ty 





KRUBG i R BEVERAGE COMPANY, a} i cer 3 
corporation organized and existing under the e of Ww Jersey ‘(Wi m Kaufmann, | of Berg 
laws of the State of New Jersey, DOES ing the axe nt therein and in charge thereof, Vivers, being the ager 
HEREBY CERTIFY that by proceedings of | upon whom process may be served), has | thereof, upon w! m process may be served), 
its Board of Directors and Stockholders duly | ymplied with the requirements of Title 14, | bas complied with the requirements of Title 


¢ 


State 








tl y of Newark, County of Es- 
sex, State of New Jersey Charles Blume, 
being the ggent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 


in charge Deine the agent therein and in po kl theres? 
n whom process may be served 

complied with the requirements of Title 

General, of Revised 
















~¢ ier i » " b » yy — 

oisemon bela gage nla pone held in accordance with the laws of the] Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | 14, Corporatious, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, ul, 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing State of New Jersey - be New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | of New Jersey, preliminary to the 

of this Certificate of Dissolution. _ 1. $20 shares of its common stock have been | of this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 1 for retirement from surplus for NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of} NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretery o¢ 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby : in cash and 500.00 in of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did, on the quarterly installments of each that the said —_— ation Aid, on the | Certify that the sald corporation did, on the/| Certify that the said ——— did, on the 
Ninth day f July 1958, file in my and that said 320 shares are hereby iy of , 1958, file in my | Seventh day of J ye 1958, file in my] Seeond day of July, 19 in my 

- xé attested consent e a duly attested « nt} office a duly exec 1 and atte 





to the tion of said cor- | iu writing to the “dissolution of said cor- in writing to the di paolatiee of said 


retired leaving the outstanding common 
di 
executed by all the stockholders | poration, executed by all the stockholders| poration, executed by all the stock! 


office a duly executed and attested consent 
stock of the corporation at 200 shares; 


| 

| 

in writing to the dissolution of s#id cor | 
poration, executed by al! the stockholders | and . ; | 
| 


























































































































































>reof hic 4 * x 2. The surplus of the company be reduced which said consent and the record | tuereof, which said consent and the record| thereof, which said consent and the 4 
- sag : ncaieaee aimaan bt Baro hae nd by the sins of $ 500.00. in pi and the| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. further sum of 7,500.00 to be paid in| !n my said office as provided by law. | in my said office as provided by law. in my said office as provided by law 
IN. TESTIMONY WHEREOF, || quarterly installments of $2,500.00 each. IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af-| IN WITNESS WHDPREOF, KRUEGER | have hereto set my hand and at- have hereto set my hand and af- mare berete see my Nand & 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | BEVERAGE COMPANY has caused this Cer- | fixed my official seal, at Trenton, fixed my official seal, at Trenton fixed my official seal, at 1 
this Ninth day of July, A.D..| tificate to be signed by its President and{ this Second day of July, A.D., , this Seventh day of Jt : this Second day of July 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and| Secretary and its corporate ‘“ to — here- | ‘eat? afte : a sa a a aa di owe — ie t : wena oe ™ 
ifty-eig unto affixed this 16th day of June, 1958. | ifty-eight. : elgnt : 
EDWARD J. PATTEN te AON RUEGHR BEVERAGE COMPANY | EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWaRD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State - By: William ©. Krueger Secretary of State. i opty J of State. Secretary of State. 
LJ July 17, 24. 31 . $21.60 | President oe July 10, 17, 24 $21.60 | L.J July 10, 17, 24 L.J July 10, 17, 24 $2 
Attest /— ———— —_——_—— $e iain 
Sicilians tagcat . : Sa . | TATE OF NE "pap 
| Hugo Boepple, Jr., Secretary STATE > VEWw Rery tind ily 3. 1 STATE OF NEW JERSEY —- 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY L.J.—July 3,10, 17 $23.52 | DEPARTMENT OF STATE ESTATE OF THOM 1s 5 “ cr iRY, de- DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DEPARTMENT 1 ——_ SERRE CEE urhiee ganr Tr . ig ; ‘ions sta 2 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION is 
CERTIFICATE OF TION ? : CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ceased 1 lt h h 
To ali to sh-yem Piel presents. ma hocks STATE OF NEW JERSEY To all to whom these presenta may come, Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. Pe Pg whom these presents may com, 
Grotine- : y , DEPARTMENT OF STATE — Greeting FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County cf WHEREAS ; mS as ‘ 
ETE CAG Nt enusate to ene datietaction CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | Essex, this day the appiication of la bu sop le a a a satistaction ’ 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- Te all to whom these presenta may come |by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | the undersigned, of said deceased, by er 4 SS a of the wed 
ings for the voluntary dissulution thereof Greeting: ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | notice is hereby , the creditors of par tie ge Astigisbaanicd aera et 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- aid deceased, to exhi Libit to the subseriber ale, . TAaanatina he noma we t re 
holders deposited in my office that by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | holders, deposited in my office that under oath or affirmation, their claims and | 99/ders, an ake TORE INC 
; FISHER ESTATES ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof SERVICE ENVELOPE CO. INC. demands against tle estate of said deceased, . : uf thi St Kee aa 
= corporation of this State, whose principal by the unan‘mous consent of all the stock- | a corporation of this State, whose principal within six months from this date, or they | ® Corporation oe ping Map ar ts pal 
office is tuated at No. 60 Park Place, | 20lders, deposited in my office that office is situated at } P will be forever barred from prosecuting or] ” vi situa t Ri = vd , 
in the Cits of Newark. County of Sosex. FIREPLACE RESTAURANT, INC. n » Cit Newark recovering the same Lae subscriber. nema x on ma, 
State of New Jersey (Emanuel 8. Lowinger, | * corporation of this State, whose principal | State of New Jersey THE HOWARD INSTITUTION the ax arn ‘ 4 b 
alts the akent herein and ta chacke thereof, | Sflice is situated at No. 127 Main Street, | being the agent therein and in ae thereof, | GALEN B. HALL s agent therei in an¢ in 
upon. whom process may be served), has | i” the Borough of Madison, County of Morris, | upon whom process may be served), has | 744 Broad Street _— Bice may be 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, | 5tate of New Jersey (George  Vegos, | complied with the requirements of Titie 14, | Newark 2, N. J o - Cai ati ae G ie Pan eae sed St 
Gorporations, General. of Revised Statutes | Cie the agent therein and in charge thereof, | Corporations, Ganeral, of Revised Statutes| 1.J.— July 10, 17, 24, 31, Aug. 7 ¢ ra ae , sige re Mrs Be 4 tt passer 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | UP? whom process may be served), has|of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | — Se : leans of ie C ebro Dee Pieri tos the issuing — 
ie thts Gistiicake of Dincolation. complied with the requirements of Title 14, | of this Certificate of Dissolution. STATE OF NEW JERSEY ye wow THEREFORE, Brag rie a i" , aa 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | CoTporations, General, of Revised Statutes NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of DI Pp RTMENT OF STATE aces f the State £- N Pas ‘bo goin : Wa 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 0% New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby CEI A ge F DE oa a aa rer cee State aA settee vide a me 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | °f this Certificate of Dissolution. Certify that the eaid corporation did, on the ata spears ) 2 Ss dL 2 : ty that the -" 7“ at jon « 
Ninth day of July 1958, file in’ my| . now, iy naomi i. the Oncovtnrs at Second day of 1958, file in my OY aie whom these presents may come eae pvedl pea ta a atte us $end ot 
office pie amaeute attested consent | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby office a duly exe d and attested consent Leadon, A spinal Prk so lage Mens eg og: 
sagged Reng Rye org ioe Recaps . fore Certify that the said corporation did, on the | in writing to lg atenit ution of said cor- ‘ WHEREAS, It apy ars to my satisfaction, in writing to the a of said cor d 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | Twenty-third day of June, 1958, file in my/| poration, executed by all the stockholders ea nar gga sae — vB ——, Peer iy at re hg i Be the casa ; 
thereof, which said consent and the record | fice a duly executed and attested consent | thereof, which said consent and the record | }2** for the hive scnsechind wor ge thereo thereof, whi bh said Psnine 7 and the acort 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | {0 writing to the dissolution of said cor- | of the proceedings aforesaid gre now on file ne — LER ROUS Soneeoe fie all the stoc k- of the proceedings ‘a oresald rig ee 
in my said office as provided by law. poration, executed by all the stockbolders | {in my sald office as provided by law. nolders, deposited in my 0 lce that in my said office as provided by law 
‘ I TES y thereof, which said consent and the record 7 OTT MON Y seria SHORE DRIVE IN CORP. ; IN TESTIMONY WHE ) 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOR, 1116 corsoretion of thls Stats whose Driweloa Sac TReaaaa Teak nk ie & 
have hereto set my hand and af-| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file - ina: de Z po no iis St : principal nave hereto y I 4 
a J i . ; . ss have hereto set my hand and af-! office is situated at No. 80 Mulberry Street fixed my official seal, at , TI 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | {9 my said office as provided by law. fixed my official seal, at Trenton,| i, tho City of New Count f Essex. h Third day eg a! 
this Ninth day of July, A.D., IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 this. Second Gay of Jaly, LBe | ne Ol of " jounty of Mnsex,{ |. this Third day of 
Sang > Ss ine re ete e ¢ : ) J a Se bh « Nev rar essler, Seal one ¢t sand 
(Seal) ae — and nine hundred and ee 4 Seinen poly or: ayeaian (Seal) one ¢ — 1d onine hundred and] pejng the agent therein ene in charge thereof fifty-« t 
SDWARD J. PATTEN, this Twenty-third day of June, A.D., fifty-eight. i+ upon whom process may be served), has ElW ARD J PATTEN, I 
attain of State. (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and Swan as — ches ed with the requirements of Title 14,) _ Secretary of State. - are 
L.J.—July 17, 24, 31 $21.60 fifty-eight. L.J.—July 10, 17, 24 san.ab te ee tee as a eee e gs 
: EDWARD J. PATTEN, : a ‘, 9ei.0 of New Jersey reliminary to the issuing | —————_—_—_—— ——— - —— 
Secretary of State. of this Certific Dissolution. 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY L.J.—July 3, 10, 17 $21.60 STATE OF NEW JERSEY 1, NOW, ot Ne I, the Secretary of 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE eae DEPARTMENT OF STATE State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION STATE OF NEW JERSEY CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Cereiy as : “orporation ‘aha: 
To all to whom these presents may come. | DEPARTMENT OF STATI To all to whom these presents may come, ik nd ; 1 58 7 
Greeting: | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Greeting office a - nd atte 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | To all to whom these presents may come,|| WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | 0 Mr rink te oie a th 2 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | Greeting | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- poration, “excented | phair ae the’ paaane a 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | ing for the voluntary dissolution thereof A eanective 
‘ mt 4 . a ; r : of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | T’spective:y. 








| 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | 
' 
| 




















by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | ‘ - ; 
holders, deposited in my office that \ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | holders, deposited in my office that in my said office as provided by law. 
HOUSEWARE SALES CO by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | BETTY INC. IN TESTIMONY bacon geek ¢ 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | holders, deposited in my office that }a@ corporation of this State, whose principal have hereto act my hand and a 
office is situated at No. 124 Main Street, | RAMAPO KNOLLS, INC, | is situated at No. 586 Newark Avenue, fixed my official seal, at “Trenton 
1 the City of Hackensack, County of Bergen, }a corporation of this State, whose principal | i! City of Jersey City, ¢ ounty of H ison, asf this Second ay oof Ju A.D. Abe Jacklen, 
State f New Jersey (Paul Faber, | Office is situated at No. 15 Main Street, in| State + New ey (Sidney Kantrowitz,} ' ea!) one pega oe. ey ire 1 and 24 Commerce 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | the City of Hackensack, (x of Bergen, | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, EDWARD J. PATTEN Ne mark > 8. ¥. 
upon whom process may be served), has | State of New Jersey (Charles Weleck,| upon whom process may be served), has op = ere ay L.J.—June 26, July 3, 10, 17 $13.2 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | complied with the requirements of Title 14. Jecretary of State. eee : snes 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | upon whom process may be served), has | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | 1.J.—July 10, 17, 24 siasatiand STATE OF NEW JER 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | complied with the requirements of Title 14, | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing SSPARTeT OF STAT! 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes * JOW. SUERERORE, TL te ae — TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned CERTIFICATE OF DISSO! ry 





NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing wil 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 










State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
‘ Ji 


the Essex County Court on the| To all to whom these presente may com 
iu 1958, a t “K Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactio: 


















Eleventh day of July, 1958, file in my | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Se ay of 1958, file in my "me Rees 

office a duly executed and attested consent | Certify that the said corporation did, on the fice a a ily execu and attested consent authorizing Jute ye by duly authenticated a 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| First day of July, 1958, file in my|in writing to the dissolution of said cor- pate a athe ata pe le = r the voluntary ee 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | office a duly executed and attested consent | Poration, executed by all the stockholders oes Hel ae —— ; »y the nenioue consen 
thereof, which said consent and the record | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | thereof, which said consent and the record | “" a holders, deposited ey 

of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | poration, executed by all the stockholders | °f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file ESSEX oo SE 


in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 





> ag Sp on of this State, whos 
3 si ted at No. 686 Br 
of Newark, Cot 











in my said office as provided by law. thereof, which said consent and the record 
. TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I] of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
hereto set my hand and af-| in my said oftice as provided by law. 





‘Ke visky, 





























































my seal, at Trenton, IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 ae ee ee ae et tae New J ' Ber 
Ele y of July, A.D., have hereto set my hand and af- a a this Second day *’ A dap Ppa a aad ‘ the ( 
(Seal) one ine bundred and fixed my official seal, at Trenton (Seal) uusand nine hundre and e agent seid sores a 
fifty-eight. this First day of July, A.D., ffty-eizht. : = DE red ard ! ing the a; 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, (Seal) one thousand nine hundred = and EDWARD J I ATTEN, Aug. 7 $13.23 epee G = ie = Revised we whon 
Secretary of State. | tifty-eight Secretary of State. , } Aug. ¢ g1ls.2. rporations, General, of Revised 
L.J.—July 17, 24, 31 $21.60 EDWARD J. PATTEN, | L.J.—July 10, 17, 24 $21.60 of New Je ide : 
| Secretary of State. STATE OF NEW JERSEY ie 
ae N NOW THEREFORE, 
Le a | L.J.—July 10, 17, 24 $21.60 STATE OF NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
STATE OF NE RSE | STATE OF NE sigs ate atee cacao Ct ae tate < s f New J: 
Te ott od Gea | DEPARTMENT OF STATE CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION State of the aa ast gone 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION STATE OF NEW JERSEY CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION To all to whom these presents may come, : J 1 
rT as” Risin ae ies eet - I TMENT OF STATE ae sreeting : 
To all to whom these presents may come.) Grn PiCATE OF DISSOLUTION TOgteeting: ‘hese Presents may come.) WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
T. ? , > 22 n, i dt $ t »Y 1 PC recore ci on” ° 
S, It appears to my satisfaction, Bias bbeas whom these presents may come, WHEREAS, It appears to my eatisfaction, — Se a ee genset 
henticated record of the proceed- wisbaitschas.. 5 by duly authenticated record of the proceed- tie ANS ais naubent Gr Gil the ner 





ed in my office that 





WHERE‘ It appears to my satisfaction. | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


ticated record of the proceed- | py the unanin consent of all the stock- ; 2°!ders. dep 


solution thereof | 
STOCKHOFF PHARMACY 


voluntary dis t 
all the stock- | 


mous consent 








by the uns 












he . osit . jings fe yluntary dissolution thereof | poigers, a « h i : 
— es ak Dh XN St aT HOLDING € oO. by the unanimous consent of all the stock- holders, depo poo ee ge as a corporation of this State, whose principal 
: mn of this e, whose principal 1olders, ———- in my office that - corporation iP dhia State. aehune principal office situated at No. 558 First Street, 
off = ed at 744 Broad Street. | ESTY HOMES, INC itt at No. 60 Park Place, | 12 the City of Hoboken, County of Hudson, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, | 2, corporation of this S whose principal Newark, County of Essex, SERV OE NC Veece aa Herman —a 
State of New Jersey. (Michael Alenick, fice is situated at No. 790 Broad Street, J rsey (William L. Greenbaum being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
: : a ’ the City of Newark, County of Essex. a e, ei of | upon whom procesr may be served), has at fash So J. PATTEN 





ng the agent therein and in charge thereof complied with the requirements of Title 14 
| being the agent therein and in charge thereof, ae “en Mh aaendner ad ad pig — Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
upon whom process may be served), has | (O™PHe it wed ie ah oi 4 Bit of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 ‘orporations, General, 0 evised Statutes | o¢ this Certificate of Dissolution. 

o Naw ner & preliminary to the issuing NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served), has 
compli with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statufes | 


Secretary of State. 


L.J.—July 10, 17, 24 





State of New Jersey (Jack L. Holstein, 














STATE OF NEW J 















of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | ( rporations, General, of Revised Statutes | °; 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. Ie ae “2 ee dei. | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 5 eX DEPARTMENT OF z 
. RE . a |of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing oaeer te 3 State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby o cae o ISSOLUTION 
NOW, Hog rae ._ the ey = lof this Certificate of Dissolution. NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | “ortity that the said corporation did, on the CERTIFICATE OF DISS0l 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Vow THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | twenty-sixth day of June, 1958, file in my| 79 all to whom these present 












verti a4 that the ~ d corporation did, on the | office a duly executed and attested consent Greeting: 
ee of July, 1958. file in mY¥/in writing to the dissolution of said _cor- WHEREAS, It appears to ™F 
iy executed and attested consent poration, executed by all the stockholders | by duly authenticated recor 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| Saco a “auiy executed and attested consent to the dissolution of said cor-| thereof, which said consent and the record | ings for the voluntary 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | ” atin Ts ee Ainecintion at mats sian executed by all the stockholders | 4¢ the ‘proceedings aforesaid are now on file | by the unanimous consent 
thereof, which said consent and the record |’ Ni) co oken ks all) the ton Mie: t f, which said consent and the record | in my said office as provided by law. Effec-| holders. deposited in my 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Poration, executed by all the stockholders | (> +14 ‘proceedings aforesaid are now on file | +; T.M BU ILDING 
| thereof, which said consent and the record | °’ tive as of September 1, 1958 rf 


Certify that _ said wig did, on the State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


958, file in my : 
< Certify that the said corporation did, on the 

ms te onse = bo 
executed and attested consent First day of July, 1958, file in my 

































































































wet aS OO MESTINONY -WHEREOF 1 | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | '? ™Y swid office as provided by law. IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- | i2 my said office as provided by law. IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereto set my hand and af- fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this nth day of July, A.D., have hereto set my hand and af- fixed my official seal, at Trenton this Twenty-sixth day of June, Cc J ae 
(Seal) one eee wine. Bethnal. ane fixed my official seal, at Trenton. this Second day of July, A.D.,| (Seat) A.D., one thousand nine hundred] (eorge Mals r) 
E fifty -eight. this First day of July ,A.D.,| (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and and fifty-eight. z and in charge thereo . 
EDWARD J. PATTEN | (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and fifty-eicht. es EDWARD J PATTEN, may be served), — r se 
Beoretary of State. | fifty-eight. EDWARD J. PATTEN, Secretary o, State. quirements of Title 1 sec dag nar ! 
2% July 17 $21.60 | EDWARD J. PATTEN, Secretary of State. L.J.—July 3, 10, 17 $21.60 | of Revised Statutes of a Certisest? 
ia is ag ee Secretary of State. L.J.—July 10, 17, 24 $21.60 ary to the issuing of this 
| L.J.—July 10, 17, 24 $21.60 Dated: June 20, 1958 a: : 
ated: June 19, 1958 wted: June 19, 1958 | ESTATE OF ARTHUR MERTZ, deceased. THEREFORE, I. ys 
State of the State of New J: : 











July 2, 1958] EST ATE OF FLORENC z L. KING, deceased. Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. é 

Pr nt to the order of ADRIAN M.| FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of | Certify that the said weg rt 
Essex, this day made, on the application of | Second day of 
the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, | office # duly executed 2 


BSTATE OF PELAG 1. *CHERNIAK, Dated: 
deceased ESTATE OF RICHARD HANSEN, deceased. suaT 
to the order of ADRIAN YM. | Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. | Fi LEY. JR., Surrogate of the County of 


to 








July, 








































































ursuar P 

FOLEY. uk Surrogate of the County of | FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of | Essex, this day made, on the application of “Se 

Essex, this day made, on the application of | Essex, this day made, on the application of | the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, | notice is hereby given to the creditors of | in writing to the disso the stock 

the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, | the undersigned, Administrgtrix of said de-| notice is hereby given to the creditors of | swid deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers | poration, executed by a! nt and the 

notice is hereby given to the creditors of | ceased, notice is hereby given to the creditors | said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers | under oath or affirmation, their claims and | thereof, which said conser are now ° 

said deceased. to exhibit to the subscriber | of said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber | under oath or affirmation, their claims and | demands against the estate of said deceased, | of the proceedings afore by ls* te) Patch 

under oath or affirmation. their claime and /| under oath or affirmation, their claims and ands against the estate of said deceased, | within six months from this date, or they | in my said office as TONY " WHERE ay PMeedin! 

demands against the estate of said deceased, | demands against the estate of said deceased, six months from this date, or they | will be forever barred from prosecuting or IN TESTIM( my band "tid off 

within six months from this date, or they| within six months from this date, or they forever barred from prosecuting or | recovering the same against the subscri have hereto set coal, at ™ IN 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or| will be forever barred from prosecuting or| recovering the same against the subscribers. THE NATIONAL NEWARE & ESS fixed my official ie - Sate 

recovering the same against the subscriber. | rcovering the same against the subscriber. SYMINGTON P. LANDRETH BANKING COMPANY OF NEWARK _s this Second day ™ " Xteq 
STANLEY BILIK HANNAH ERICKSEN THE PHILADELPHIA NATIONAL BANK EDWIN H. KRIEG (s ) one thousan 1 

ROSPOND & ROSPOND, Attorneys HAROLD G. STERLING, Attorney WILLIAM C. GOTSHALK, Attorney LUM, FAIRLIE & FOSTER, Attorneys fifty-eight. PATTEN. 

11 Commerce Street 35 McClellan Terrace 431 Market Street 605 Broad Street EDWARD J. Fa. ; 

Newark 2, N. J. West Orange, N. J Comien. MN. J. Newark 2, N. Secretary of State. i 

L.J.—June 26, July 3, 10, 17, 24 L.J.—July 10, 17, 24, 31, Aug. 7 L.J.—June 26, July 3, 10, 17, 24 L.J.—June 26, July 3, 10, 17, 24 L.J.—July 10, 17, 24 
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ot 
ae 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY : NOTICE at 4 5 ores OF NEW JERSEY Btate of New Jersey—Dept. of Banking and 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE Take Notice, that the undersigned will ESTATE OF CHARI big ba A _ DEPARTMENT OF STATE Insurance. Trenton, May 26, 1958. Whereas. The 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION apply to the Union County Court, at the] “ceased. epee es i CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CONTINENTAL ASSURANCE COMPANY, |o- 
To all to whom these presents may come, se J _—— bee baa pe = Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. pe Ms whom these presents may com: et | Se teenie ——— Hiinois, ‘as 
GAEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. the _ aa for a yo. Pole Macs terns Alger age + Senos ¢ WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, = fe oo omg gD ae" foam "ee tee tee 
ARLENE SUSAN ZIMMERMAN, respon y made, on the appetites & a iness for the ye 


of the proceed- 
ion thereof 


authenticated record 

voluntary dissol: 

unanimous consent of all the stock- 

deposited in my office that 
BROAD-PITT CORPORATION 

-orporation of this State, 

situated at No. 11 








yr =the 


the 
















7 xe City of Newark, 

gt f New Jersey ( 
the agent therein and in ch 
whom process may be served), has 
ed with the requirements of Title 14 
rations, General, of Revised Statutes 





New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
b Certificate of Dissolution. 

THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the said corporation did, on the 



































< ] of uly, 1958 . n my] 
+ luly executed and att | nsent | 
ng to the dissolution said cor- | 
exec uted by all the stockholders | 
h said consent and the record | 
¢ the pr ceed ngs aforesaid are now on file | 
my said office as provided by law | 
‘ IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 1| 
have hereto set my hand md af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | 
this Second day of July “Se 
R t isand on and 
ty-eight 
WARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
10, 17, 24 $21.60 
4 OF GEORGE W. LANGHORNE, 
TICE OF SETTLEMENT 
N s hereby given that the accounts 
Executor of the Last Will | 
nr and Codicil thereto of] 
LANGHORNE, deceased, will] 
e au Stated by the Surr« "e and | 
edad r settlement to the Essex County | 
rt, Probate Division, on WE DNE SDAY. j 
of August next | 
| 
UNION TRUST COMPANY | 
Attorneys | 
: | 
; Or | 
, 9 3 | 
4, 31 


OF ARTHUR GARFIELD KING- 


eased 


ICE OF 





SE TTLEMENT 
iven that the 
Trust ees r 








under 
ARTHUR GA 
be 







































| 
| 
| 
| 


NGMA will a 
irrogate and rej 
Essex County Court 
on WEDNESDAY, the 6th 
igust next. 
el e 27, 1958. 
TE MAPLEWOOD BANK & TRUST 
IMPANY 
Wi iAM H. CAMPBELL, JR 
{I lL & CAMPBELL, Attorneys 
r Street 
hk 2, N. Jd, 
10, 17, 24. 31 
Dated: June 5, 195 
F ARTHUR MANGERIO, deceas- 
nt to the order of ADRIAN M. 
JR Surrogate of the County of | 
8 made, on the application 
e é Executor of said deceased, 
2 $ reby given to the creditors of | 
2 to exhibit to the subscriber | 
33 affirmation, their claims and 
S ust the estate of said 
. six months from this date, or they 
’ rever barred from prosecuting or 
re Same against the subscriber 
WARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 





UNNOLLY, Attorney 


Street 





26, July 3, 10, 17 








TATE OF NEW JERSEY 
EPARTMENT OF STATE 

ICATE OF DISSOLUTIUN 
hom these presents may come, 





It appears to my satisfaction, 
iticated record of the proceed 
voluntary dissolution thereof 
consent of all the stock- 
office that 
PRODUCE 
f this State, whose principal 
1 at No. 3road Street 
Newark, 
w Jersey 
t therein and in charge thereof, 
process may be served), has 
requirements of Title 14, 
General, of Revised Statutes 
eliminary to the issuing 
f f Dissolution 
EREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
Stat e of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ne _ said corporation did, on the 
July, 1958, 0 
ited and attested 
ain ‘ot said cor- 
d by all the stockholders 
said consent and the record 
s aforesaid are now on file 
as provided by law. 
TIMONY WHEREOF, 1 


co 


pre 








file in ¥ 








the 





















ave reto set my hand and af- 
ore official seal, at Trenton, 
Second day 1 A.D 
sand and | 
J. PATTEN, 
of State. } 
24 $21.60 } 





OF NEW JERSEY 
ABTMENE OF STATE 

ATE OF DISSOLUTION 

tom these presents may come, 


It appears to my satisfaction, 
icated record of the proceed- 
untary dissolution thereof 
consent of all the stock- 
in my office that 

EAT AGENCY 

ns ate, whose principe 
31 Clint 
County 
Andrew 


t ther 


MacKechnie, 
ein and in charge thereof, 
may be served), has 
requirements of Title 14, 
of Revised Statutes 
liminary to the issuing 
of Dissolution. 
RE, I, the Secretary 
w Jersey, Do Hereb) 
corporation did, on the 
1958, file in my 
ed and attested t 
dissolution of said cor- 
by all the stockholders 
Said consent and the record 
Ss aforesaid are now on file 
© £8 provided by law. 
_TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
*reto set my hand and af 
. ficial seal, at Trenton 
*venth day of July, 
usand nine hundred 


J. PATTEN, 
of State. 
<4 


ess 


of 











I 








$21.60 











an infant, 


of ARLENE SUSAN 





to assume the name 
AVRUTIN. 
ARLENE SUSAN ZIMMERMAN, an infant 
by her natural guardian, ROSALIND H. 
AVRUTIN 


ELIAS G. WILLMAN, Esq. 

17 Academy Street 

Newark 2, New Jersey 

L.J.—June 26, July 3, 10, 17 $11.34 





Synopsis of the Annual Statement of the PA- 
CIFIC MUTUAL LIFE INSURANCE COM. 
PANY, Los Angeles, in the State of California, 
on the 3lst day of December, 1957, made to the 


Insurance Commissioner of the State of New 
Jersey ursuant to law. Assets: Bonds and 
stocks, 592,239.90; Mortgage loans, $270,- 
283,340 a estate, $34,678,644.61; Policy 






9,339.26; Cash and bank deposits, 
ar premiums, etc., def erred 
a 8 










estments due and accrued, 

; Other assets,$3,392,382.20: Total 
. Liabilities: “Reserve for lif 

340,998.00 Reserve for acc 
i ary 










is of the annual statement of the OCCI- 
LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY OF 





BEOQOOM Aor mtosear- 


NIA, Los Angeles, in e State o 
ia, on the 3ist day Dec 19 

the Insurance Commissi tt 
f New Jersery Du vant Ae law. Assets: 






$261, - = rtgage 
: ene es ast e $12 54 
69; n 


i 






DU aAro we man 









b 

C 

6 

ed 

G 

Synor e Annual Statemer 

B INSURANCE COMPANY, Los 
in the te of California, on ne 31 
De 

sior 

la 

$1 


PMO CD AI OM SoM: 





Te 
pleby, ee hang 


(Seal) 6 





ALFRED M. HECKEL, de- 





TE OF 
1 





* SETTLEMENT 
tl the 






at 












24, 1958 
, deceased. 


ADRIAN M. 


Dated 
N 


June 
3 HAROLD H by 











to the r of 
Surrogate of the County of 
y this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
né e is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 


demands against the estate of said deceased, 





six months from this date, or they 
fe ag barred from prosecuting or 
I same agai inst the subscribers. 
xw BL L PLOTKIN 





X 
FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY 








MORRIS GOLDSMITH, Attorney 
60 Park Place 
et 2. i. 2. 
L.J.—July 3, 10, 17, 24, 31 

Dated: July 7, 

ESTATE OF JOHANNA NEW) MAN, lec 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN. M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 


Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
the creditors of 



































the undersigned, Administrator of said deceas- 


ed, notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 


ie estate of said deceased, 
from this date, or they 
rred from prosecuting or 
against the subscriber. 
rE. WIDMAN 
"BELL, Attorneys 
f Building 
























4, 31, Aug. 7 
F’S SALE 
CHAN) C-298 


NEW JERSEY 
x COUNTY 





( ‘HANC ERY 

DOCK 
Between Robe 
Association, P 


a7 
at Savi ngs and Loan 
4 Menchion Shivers, 
Execution, For Sale 


stated writ of 


above 


I shall expose 
in Room B-16, 
at the ewark, on Tues- 
day, next, at 1:30 
P.M ll that certain 





tract 


inafter 


premises here- 
d, situate, lying 
Newark, Essex 







westerly line of 
at a point therein distant 
feet from the southerly line 
rom thence running 
West Bank Street 






































100 feet } south and parallel with 
Camden Street 2 ¢ thence easterly 
parallel with Wes vank Street 100 feet to 
Camden Street a t along the said 
line of Camden Stree ortherly 25 feet 
to the point and f SGINNING. 

Known and desig ed as 109 Camden 
Street. 

Zeing the s remises conveyed to 
the parties of t First Part by Deed ef 
the party of th second part, bearing even 
date herewith a to be recorded simultane- 
yusly this being a purchase money 
mortgag secure part of the con- 
sideration nveyance, 

The nt of the Judgment 
, s sale is the sum of 

ght Thousand, Two Hun Ired and oo 
Di ars and F r 4 t 1 
t with ¢t 

ark, N. J 
NI 
L.J July 3, 1 7 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanime< consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

WESTLYNN HOMES, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at > 339 West St. Georges 
Avenue, in the City of Linden, County of 
Union, State of N Jersey (Wiliam Hebel, 
belng the agent there od in charge thereof, 
ipop whom process may be served), has 
omplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, Genera of beso Statutes 
if New Jersey reliminar to the issuing 
of this Certificate of issol faites: 

NOW, THER EE the Secretary of 
State of the State ew Jersey, Do Hereby 








rtify that the rp ration did, on the 











v 158, file in my 
fice a duly at ested consent 
n writing to t n of said cor- 
poration, executed the stockholders 
thereof, which sz# and the record 
of the proceedings i _ — on file 
in my said office as pr ie 

IN TESTI MONY WHEREOF, 1 

have hereto set my hand and ef- 

fixed ficia! seal, at Trenton, 
this t t lay of June, 
(Seal) hs ee t sand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary f State 
L.J.—July 3, 10, 


$21.60 


Btatement of Condition of the INDIANA “LUM. 
BERMENS MUTUAL INSURANCE COM- 
PANY, 429 N. Per ia St, wep pone my 
9, Indiana. On th of Decemt ner, 1$ 

G. Saltmarsh, rl J 
retary. Amount of 
Net Assets: Cash a 
7; Bonds owned 












1 assets,$25,799, 
for losses and loss 


Other assets, $574,4 
525.83. Liabilities: 




















expenses, $4,753,7 for unearned 
premiums, $14,5 1 and foreign 
income taxes, $15 i 
495,100.12; 
Guaranty 

49.83: 





tanking 
ssioner 
hereby 
y of the 





ie ve-men- 

day of pester 

zinal statement, and 

that the. said original statement is now on file 
in this 1 

IN TESTIMONY I hereunto 


WHEREOF, 





b 

ings fo 

by the unanimous consent of all 

holders, deposited in my office that 
E.S.W. REALTY CO., INC. 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, 
of New Jersey, preliminary to 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary 


the issuin 


NS record of the proceed- 
the voluntary dissolution thereof 
the stock- 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 


has 


of Revised Statutes 


of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 





cts with the laws 
I, 


and has complied in all respe 
of this State applicable to it: 
Charles K. Howell, Co 
and Insurance of the State of New 
hereby certify that said Company is 
thorized to transact its appropriate bt 


now, therefore, 


missioner of a 
Jersey 













office is situated at No. 308 Main Street, ile pirate se Borcanthan pan pe ae 
in the City of Orange, County of Essex, The condition and business of said com pany at 
State of New Jersey (Harry Amsterdam, he date of such statement, is shown ! 





tted assets, 
capital and surplus, 
al, $8. 000, 000 0.00; 






ix w ITNESS WHEREOF, 
set my name and affixed my seal, 
the day and year first above written 


I have hereunto 


at rent 
Char! 











Certify that the said corporation did, on the Howell, Commissioner of Banking and 
Thirtieth day of June, 1958, file in my ance 

office a duly executed and attested consent Stat {N my of i ? 

in writing to the dissolution of said cor- Perea aveneaa mioige- 7 26. 19 t Pa 
poration, executed by all the stockholders FRANKLIN LIFE “INSURANCE "COMPANY, 
thereof, which said consent and the record located at Springfield, in the te of I 












































WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 
by the unanimous consent of all 
holders, deposited in my office that 

EDWARD & MARTIN REALTY CO. 
a corporation of this State, whose principa 
office is situat ed at No. 60 Chapel 
in Cc of Newark, County 
State of New Jersey (Joseph 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


the of 






















recovering the same against the subscriber. 





BURNETT B. ZIMMERMAN 
BURNETT B. ZIMMERMAN, Attorney 
24 Commerce Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J July 3, 10, 17, 24, 3 
Dated: June 27, 1958 
ESTATE OF EZRA PERCY TOTMAN, de- 
ceased. 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 


notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
JOHN STUART SMART, JR. 










































notice is hereby given to bseribe my name and y official seal, orne 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers this “sixteenth day of 58. Charles B oar yerslleny A 5. se por AMOR 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and Howell, Commissioner of Banking and Inst Westfield, N.J._ 
demands against the estate of said deceased. ime 0 . eal) § L.J.—July 3. 10. 17. 24. % 
within six months from this date, or they L.J.—July 3, 10, hea: ‘ : 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or : a RIES — 2 — 
recovering the same against the subscribers STATE OF NEW JER SEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
JOHN E. NEWMAN OF tk at DEPARTMENT OF TE 
FRANK M. NEWMAN CERTIFICATE OF DISSO , CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
THOMAS F. CLOHOSEY, Attorney tS ee whom these presents may com’ | 7, gil to whom these presents may come, 
e 7 ? Greeting: 
J. WHEREAS, It appears t ! — satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
), 17, 24. 31, Aug. 7 by duly authenticated re re OF S56 proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the vol a a th — ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
Dated 7. 1958] DY, the oe eee ieee a stocK- | hy the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
OF CYRUS L. COX, deceased. mee “CO... INC. Ne ee ae oe Oe 
= we z , SSLEY ILDING CO., INC. 
FOLEY, JR. oe A see ‘of | 8 corporation wi Ss “Grand Avenue, | {.g¢crPoration of this State, whose principal 
Essex, this day made, on the application of | (Me 16. ee eS ay Bergen, | (ce is situated at No. 60 Passaic Street, 
gerelenct. ‘Msccutae <f. oat Geeuaa in the City of Has kens ‘ i mos zs — in the City of Garfield, County of Bergen, 
ee = ccby. given to the. erediiaes a6) ote 42 New Jersey — rated = T,| State of New Jersey (Arthur J. Messineo, 
acamee te s hibit to the subseriber | 0°i2# the agent therein and in charge thereof. | being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
— pe Marrs their claims and rhea Mgt nics PRL op ejecnc ale Poe er ith in ee ee ae ee erie ler 
7 saith <n cha’ autate: dt auld dacaaaaa complied with ee requirements < a Pre + | complied with the requirements of Title 14 
 teuta ake ca ths from this date, or they ay ora oe ge to th "ee Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
wat Be yh barred from prosecuting or < New Jersey. pre see een < a a. a the issuing 
recovering the same against the subscriber. NOW, THEREFORE, I, the secretary of |” NOW THEREFORE a h "S. ry of 
THE HOW ARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | grate of the State of New Jer Do Hereby | State of the State of alg ag = 
DAVID S. BINGHAM, Attorney Certify that the said corporation " did, on the | (Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
744 B i Twenty-fifth day of June, 1958, file in my| Twenty-sixth day of June, 1958, file in my 
Newar , ‘ — office a duly executed and attested consent | office a duly executed and attested consent 
J 4, 31, Aug. % n writing to the dissolution of said cor-| in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
— - poration, executed by all the stockholders | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
lh) WHOM IT MAY CONCERN thereof, which said consent and the record | thereof, which eaid consent and the record 
TAKE NOTICE 58 | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
1t 10:00 AM in my said office as provided by law. in my said office as provided by law. 
x § to t IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
he C House have hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my hand end af- 
1 i nt t ing him to assume the fixed my official seal, at Trenton fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
- FREDERICK HER RBERT COHEN. | this Twenty-fifth day of June, A.D., this Twenty-sixth day of June, A.D., 
FREDERICK HERBERT WETZLER,| (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and| (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
AN INFANT fifty-eight. = fifty-eight. 
3y His Natural Guardian EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
DOROTHY COHEN. Secretary of State. Secretary of State. 
bJi---Jate 475 S451, ae 2 $8.82! L.J.—July 3, 10, 17 $21.60! L.J.—July 3, 10, $21.60 


thereof | Set ™y 
the stock- a 


Street, 
Essex, 
Raymond, 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 1 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the} 
Twenty-seventh day of June, 1958, file in my| eer 
) a duly executed and attested consent | Pt 
in writing to the dissolution of s@wid cor-| & 
poration, executed by all the stockholders| ¢ 
thereof, which said consent and the record| ¢2° 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | ~ 
in my said office as provided by law. | 984.7 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} I TNESS WHERE 
have hereto set my hand and af- |} t d affize 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | 
this Twenty-s ith ‘day of June, | 
(Seal) - D)., one thousand nine hundred | 
nd fifty-eight. } 8t 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, | ins 
Secretary of State. w 
L.J.—July 3, 10, 17 $21.60| © 
. « 
¢ a ir 
Dated: June 30, 1958] 5 
ESTATE OF ROBERT ASSMUS, dé ceased. | r 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| t 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of! C 
Essex, this day made, on the applieation of | £ 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, | — 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of] he 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber| w 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and| »b 
demands against the estate of said deceased, , 3 
within six months from this date, or they | $ 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or} Hi 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file has filed in this Departmer 
in my said office as provided by law. by the proper officers there 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 aa ae ae oe ee 
have hereto set my hand and af the ta of this State ap solicali e 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, therefore, I, Charles R. Howell, ( 
this Thirtieth day of June, A.D., of Banking and Insurance of the State P 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and Jersey, do hereby certify that said Cor pany is 
fifty-eight. orized to transact its appropriate busi- 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, rance in this State 
Secretary of State. ea es Se 
L.J.—July 3, 10, 17 $21.60 t. 8 shown pug Hi aap 
urplus o il tliat 
Dated: June 5, 1958 aa tar the wea SI 
ESTATE OF NELLIE M. BADGLEY, de- its for the year, $6 
ceased. 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber I o. eaus May 26.1958. W i 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and MUTUAL TRUST LIFE INSURANCE COM. 
demands against the estate of said deceased, PANY, located at Chi i te of Illi- 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
DOUGLAS C. BAKER, Attorney 
1180 Raymond Boulevard 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J June 19, 26, July 3, 10, 17 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greetin 
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$3 WHEREOF, I have 
name and affixed my seal, 
st above wr n 






CAN LIFE INSURANCE 
HICAGO, locate at aZ0, 
] fi 
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demands against the estate « d 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same aga the subscriber. 
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LEONARDI? ROSENSTEIN, Attorney 
60 Park Place 
Newark ’ 
Li—J ly 3, 10, 17, 24 
NO APPLICATION FOR 
NAME CHANGE 

TAKE NOTICE tt J 

apply t 


Aug 
noon 
assume 


Shalga Fi 
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Raymon i 
Shalga Abrams 
Shalga Finley 
Seidman-Bro 
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| 215 Co 














Newark 3, } 
Dated: June . 
L.J.—July 10, 17 $13.86 
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Public Relations Experts On National 
Conference Program 


The program is now set for 
the special workshop on bar 


public relations to be held in 
Los Angeles on Sunday after- 
noon, Aug. 24, as part of the 
annual meeting of the National 
Conference of Bar Presidents. 
The program was arranged by 
the ABA Committee on Public 
Relations. 

On the theme of “Interpreting 


the Profession to the Public,” 
the workshop will stress practi- 
cal PR problems and _ include 


“how to do it” information as 
well. After short prepared talks 
dealing with each of four topics, 
questions from the floor will be 
invited. Here are the topics and 
speakers on each: 

Newspaper columns. Donald L. 
Martin, Director of Public In- 
formation of the Illinois State 
Bar Association, and James E. 
Sabine, Assistant Attorney Gen- 
eral of California and chairman 
of the Editorial Advisory Board 
of the State e _Bar of California. 


NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. Jj. 
Mitchell 2-1406 


Services available to attorneys only 














ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor. 

U. S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bidg., 

24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-6136 











Publicizing Professional Dis- 
cipline. Berton J. Ballard, Direc- 
tor of Public Relations, State Bar 
of California, and Paul B. Com- 
stock, Executive Director, The 
Florida Bar. 

Lcoking to the Future. Donald 
W. Morrison, Chairman of the 
Oregon State Bar Committee on 
Public Service and Information. 

Public Information About Le- 
gal Fees and Services. Samuel 
H. Morgan, Chairman of the 
Committee on Fees and Law 
Office Management of the Min- 
nesota State Bar, and Hugh W. 
Brenneman, Public Relations 
Consultant the State Bar of 
Michigan. 

The program gets under way 
at a luncheon in the Statler 
Hotel Pacific Room at which the 
speaker will be Jone Stone, liai- 
son representative of the Amer- 
ican Bar Association to the 
acne ag and television 
He will discuss the 
pec ‘of the ABA program 
:o improve lawyer-court  por- 
trayals in these media. 


of 





Wisconsin Bor Leaflet 
For Newlyweds 


“With This Ring I Thee Wed” 
is the title of a new leaf- 
let produced by the State Bar of 
Wisconsin for distribution to 
newly married couples in that 


state. It details some of the le- 
gal responsibilities assumed by 


newlyweds—and includes. also 
“some tips from your family 
lawyer” on how to meet them. 
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« = & Corporate Desk Seal 
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* Book of Beatuifully Lithographed 


Stock Certificates 


OPTIONAL 


¢ Printed Minutes at $1.00 
* Gold Lettering on all Books 


at $1.00 
© Pocket Seat at $1.25 


A HANDSOME OUTHT 
QUALITY MADE TO ENDURE 


* Shipped prepaid 
within hours! 

* Seal in your 
office ina day! 


ANOTHER — ALL-STATE — IMPROVEMENT 


EXTRA at NO INCREASE in price 


An Extra Heavy Indestructible Lift Top Box 


ALL-STATE orrice suppty co. 


$02 HIGH STREET, 


NEWARK 2, N. J. + 





MARKET 4-5577 





Bankruptcies 





s of the Referees are abbreviated 
L-Lipkin; T-Tallyn; F-Fishberg 
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U. S. District Court 
Trial Calendar 


UNITED STATES 


DISTRICT OF 


STRICT 
NEW 


COURT 
JE RSE ¥ 





Suilding 
t 10:00 


calendar 








Announcements 
William J. Bozzuffi and Mar- 
vin A. Stern have formed a 
partnership for the practice of 
law, under the firm name of 
Bozzuffi and Stern, with offices 
at 433 Sixtieth Street, West New 
York, and 40 Journal Square, 
Jersey City. 


Douglas Beck Tyler is con- 
tinuing the general practice of 
law since the dissolution of the 
law firm of Tyler & Tyler at its 
former offices, 413 Cooper Street, 
Camden. 





1 te) | 
ALL-STATE 
OFFERS YOU 
YOUR CHOICE 
EITHER OUTFIT SHIPPED 
PREPAID WITHIN 5 HOURS 


(On Orders Received by Noon) 





ALB.A. Committee For 
Paid Public Defenders 


Support for a paid public de- 
fender system came from a spe- 
cial American Bar Association 
committee to improve the ad- 
ministration of justice in the 
District of Columbia. The com- 
mittee, headed by Chief Judge 
Bolitha J. Laws of the U. S. Dis- 
trict Court, concluded _ that 
Washington, D. C. needs 65 pub- 
lic defenders and_ suggested 
that $35 per day would be an ap- 
propiate sum to compensate 
them for the time devoted to the 
cases of indigent defendants. 
Last year in the District attor- 
neys handled over 6,000 such 
cases without compensation. 


Vacation 

—It consists of 2 weeks 
—which are 2 short 

after which you're 2 tired 
—2 return 
—2 work 

—and 2 broke 

—not 2! ~ 
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Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in mony 
offices. 
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Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills al! corpe send 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the some "9 
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Write or phone for all necessary data. 





Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noor) 
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